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CURRENT TOPICS. 


Tr 1s unpERstoop that the coming into operation of 
the new arrangements for expediting the work of the 
Chancery Paymasters’ Office has. been postponed until 
the first week in June. 





Tue: Master or tue. Rotts will sit with the: Court of 
Appeal on the first. day of ‘the Easter Sittings, and: will 
take motions in his: own court on the second day of the 
sittings. 





. Tue Counr or Arran at Westminster decided on 


Tuesday last appeals set. down so recently as March 2 
last, while the Court of Appeal at Lincoln’s-inn is still 
hearing appeals set down in. August last, 





_ We: unperstanp that the report of the Procedure 
Committee: contains a recommendation, in pursuance 
°fa:resolution arrived at unanimously by the committee, 
in favour of the.abolition of pleadings in all cases except 
where leave to plead is given by the court, 














Ir may 3E PREsumED that this recommendation will be 
adopted by the judges, and embodied.in Rules of Court. 
Until the revolution in legal practice which. will thus 
be established is put in working order by these rules, 
it. would be premature to attempt any criticism as to 
details. It may, however, be asked whether this plan is 
likely, taking litigation all round, to effect much saving 
of expense ? In the Queen’s Bench Division the majority 
of actions may, perhaps, be tried without pleadings, but 
in the Chancery Division there will be very few casesin 
which pleadings are now delivered where they will not 
be required in future. Tho result in chancery actions 
will be an increase, and not a decrease, of 
wit, the additional expense of an application to the 
court for leave to deliver pleadings. 


AN EXTRAORDINARY sPECIMEN of red tape has been 
brought to our notice. In the course of paying out of 
court an allowance for the maintenance of an infant, it is 
the practice for the Chancery Paymaster to require an 
affidavit that the person to be maintained is still alive 
and an infant, An affidavit was. recently objected to at 
the Chancery Pay Office because, while stating that the 
person was an infant, it did not also state that he was 
under twenty-one years of age. We know it is not un- 
usual for draffsmen to describe minors as “ infants under 
the age of twenty-one years,” but it would be interest- 
ing to know whether, in the opinion of the Chancery 
Paymaster, there could be any real doubt as to an 
“infant ” being under twenty-one years of age ? 





Tur Courr or Appsat on Saturday last affirmed the 
decision of the Master of the Rolls in Rayner v.. Preston 
(28 W. R. 808, L, R. 14 Ch. D. 297), and.a note of their 
lordships’ judgments will be fonu@,in another column. 
The point, as our readers will be aware, was whether a 
purehaser who had bought an imsured house under a 
contract containing no reference to the insurance, was 
entitled, as against the vendor, on the house being burnt 
down after the contract but before completion, to the 
benefit of the insurance, either by way of abatement of 
the purchase-money or reinstatement of the premises. 
The Master of the Rolls, it will be remembered, without 
diseussing: the. reasons one way or the other, considered 
himself bound by the authority of Poole v. Adams (12 
W. R. 683), and he held that the purchaser was not 
entitled. to the benefit of the insurance, In the last- 
mentiored case Vice-Chancellor Kuvperstey does not 
appear to have gone into any consideration of the 
grounds for the rule he laid down, so that the matter 
may. be:said to have been first fully discussed in the im- 
portant judgments of the Court of Appeal. There were 
two grounds on which it was contended that the pur- 
chaser ought to have the benefit of the insurance. In 
the first place, it was contended that, after the contract, 
the vendor was'a trustee for the purchaser, and on this 
ground Lord Justice Jamzs based his judgment in favour 
of the purchaser. But on this point we confess we think 
the answer of the majority of the court is conclusive. 
An: unpaid: vendor is no doubt a trustee for the pur- 
chaser.of what he has agreed to sell, but then im this 
case the vendor had not. agreed to sell the policy, The 
money received under the policy is not (as Lord Justice 
Jamus seemed to think it was) received by reason. of the 
vendor's legal interest in the property, but by reason of 
a contract. which he has made.with the insurance com- 
pany. But, on the other contention of the purchaser, 
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it is important to point out that the decision of the court 
entirely turned on a question of fact. It was contended 
that by the operation of 14 Geo. 3, c. 78, s. 83, as 
interpreted by Ea parte Gorely (4 De G. J. & 
8. 477), the purchaser, as a “person interested in 
any house,” was entitled to request the insurance 
company to rebuild the house. No request had been 
meade by the purchaser before the office settled with 
the insurer, but it was alleged that the vendor in 
Rayner v. Preston lad misled the purchaser, and 
prevented him from insisting on his rights under the 
Act. The court held, on the facts, that no misre- 
presentation in respect of which relief could be given 
had been made, and, of course, as no request had been 
made by the purchaser to the office, no rights had 
accrued to him under the statute. It will be observed 
¢ that the question has not yet been decided whether the 
purchaser before completion is a person who may re- 
quire the insurance company to rebuild. We venture to 
think that he is. But until the question is settled, it 
) will be more than ever essential to bear the matter in 
| mind in preparing purchase agreements. The agreement 
| should always expressly include any policy of fire insur- 
| ance affecting the property dealt with, and the moneys 
| to become payable thereunder; and it should be pro- 
| vided that such moneys shall, in case of fire before the 
completion of the purchase, be recovered by the vendor 
and paid by him to the purchaser on completion. 





Mrz. Brapiaves having now been again returned for 
Northampton, the question must shortly arise whether 
he can take his seat or not. Itis clear that he cannot 
affirm, and it is also clear that without either an affirma- 
tion or an oath having been taken, a seat, if taken, be- 
comes vacant as if the elected member were dead. The 
words of the Parliamentary Oaths Act are to the effect 
that the oath thereby appointed ‘‘ shall in every Parlia- 
ment be solemnly and publicly made . . . by every 
member of the House of Commons at the table in the 
middle of the said House, and whilst a full House of 
Commons is there duly sitting, with their Speaker in his 
chair, at such hours and according to such regulations 
as the house may by its Standing Orders require.” The 
Standing Order of the House of Commons under the Act 
of 1866 (see May Parl. Pr., 195), provides that ‘‘ mem- 
bers may take and subscribe the caths required by law 
at any time during the sitting of the House, before the 
orders of the day and notices have been entered upon, 
or after they have been disposed of; but no debate or 
business shall be interrupted for that purpose.” Should 
Mr. Braptavex claim to be sworn, and objection be 
raised, novel questions of great delicacy and difficulty 
will arise. By law every person is presumed to believe in 
the received religion of the country for the time being, 
until the contrary be shown. The contrary may be 
easily shown in a court of justice by examining 
a proposed witness on the voir dire, as was done by 
a-county court judge, and held to be lawfully done, in 

* Maden v. Catanach (31 L. J. Ex. 118, where an atheist 
Offered to take an oath). But to examine a member of 
the House of Commons is no such easy matter, for want 
of an examiner, and considerable difficulty might occur 
in giving legal parliamentary provuf of a member's 
opinions aliunde. It must be borne in mind that Jews 
and Roman Catholics were kept out of Parliament by 
their own voluntary refusal to take the oath *‘ on the true 
faith of a Christian,” or to take the declaration against 
transubstantiation. There is no instance on record of a 
member of either faith being willing to take the oath, 
and being, either successfully or unsuccessfully, objected 
te. The only approach to a precedent is the objection to 
Sir Cuantes Diixe’s “ Civil List’? motion in 1872, on 
the ground of such motion, when looked at by the light 
of certain opinions of the honourable member, being in- 
consistent with the oath of allegiance. In that case the 

Speaker refused to interfere, “apprehending that it was no 





part of his duty to say what was consistent or what was war 


consistent with that oath” (Hansard, vol, 210, 3rd series, 
p. 252). Of course, if Mr. Brapiavex should, either after 
objection or not, be allowed to take the oath, no penalty 
will be incurred, nor will any other after consequences 
ensue. The oath once taken, it will be impossible to go 
behind it. But supposing a majority of the House of 
Commons to be inclined to prevent the oath being taken, 
have they jurisdiction to do so, or must the controversy 
be once more relegated to a court of law? This is a 
question of the utmost difficulty. A standing order pre- 
scribing as a ‘‘ regulation” that certain evidence might 
be admissible as to the opinions of a member, though 
subject to obvious objections as being ex post facto, 
would, we think, give the House of Commons an incon- 
trovertible jurisdiction. Failing such standing order, we 
incline, though with the greatest doubt, to the opinion 
that a court of law would have to decide the point. How 
a court of law would decide it, it is impossible even to 
speculate. 





Tue orinions delivered in the House of Lords on the 
17th ult., by seven of the judges, in answer to the five 
questions left to them after the argument of Com- 
missioners of Public Works v. Angus, have at last 
appeared, and we may now extract from over thirty 
closely-printed pages an indication of the current of 
judicial opinion on the subject. 

The first question put to the juéges was this, “ Has the 
owner of an ancient building a right of action against 
the owner of land adjoining if he disturbs his land so 
as to take away the lateral support previously afforded 
by that land?” This question was answered by all the 
judges in the affirmative. 

The second question was, “‘ Is the period during which 
the plaintiff's house has stood, under the circumstances 
of the case, sufficient to give him the same right as if 
the house was ancient?” This question was answered 
by Baron Pottocx, and by Justices Frerp, Manisty, and 
Fry, in the affirmative. Mr. Justice Bowrn gave the 
same reply, but subject to the conditions that the enjoy- 
ment was open, and that the defendant had given no 
evidence that the right had not had a lawful origin. 
Justices Linptey and Lorzs thought the question ought 
to have been left to the jury. 

The third question—nameiy, ‘‘ If the acts done by the 
defendants would have caused no damage to the plain- 
tiff’s building as it stood before the alterations made in 
1849, is it necessary to prove that the defendants or 
their predecessors in title had knowledge or notice of 
those alterations in order to make the damage done by 
their act in removing the lateral support after the lapse 
of twenty-seven years an actionable wrong?” — was 
answered in the affirmative by Justices Liypiey and 
Lorzs, and also (with some qualification) by Mr. Justice 
Bowen, and in the negative by the four other judges. 

The fourth question was, ‘‘If so, is it sufficient to 
prove knowledge or notice of the fact that such 
alterations were made, or is it necessary also to prove 
knowledge of their effect in causing the buildings so 
altered to require a degree of lateral support from the 
adjoining land which was not before needful?” Justices 
Linviey, Lorzs, and Bowrn thought that such further 
evidence was unnecessary, while Baron Poxzocx, and 
Justices Fretp, Manisty, and Fry, deemed it unnecessary 
to answer the question, in consequence of the view teken 
by them as to the previous one. 

The fifth question was this, ‘“‘ Was the course taken by 
the learned judge at the trial, of directing a verdict for 
the plaintiff, correct, or ought he to have left any 
question to the jury?” Baron Porzock and Justices 
Fretp, Manisty, and Fry held that there had been'n0 
misdirection, but Justices Linpizy, Loprzs, and Bows" 
thought that the question whether the enjoyment was 
open ought to have been left to the jury. 

The result of the answers of the judges thus shows # 
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erance of opinion in favour of the view of the 

taken by the majority of the judges in the Court of 
Appeal, while there is a much closer division as to the 
question whether there should be a new trial. 





Tue “ PpotisHED, disinterested, and honourable ’’ Mrs. 
Susan Fiercuer has been convicted of obtaining money by 
false pretences of a spiritualistic character, and sentenced 
by Mr. Justice Hawxrns to twelve months’ imprisonment 
with hard labour. Itmay be worth while to point out 
that the maximum punishment for this kind of fraud is 
five years’ penal servitude, under the Larceny Act, 1861, 
section 88, whereas the maximum punishment for using 
any subtle craft, &c., under the Vagrant Act is 
three months’ imprisonment with hard labour. It 
may therefore prove more convenient for the future 
to proceed against fraudulent spiritualists under the 
Larceny Act than under the Vagrant Act, unless, 
indeed, the punishment of whipping, which is expressly 
authorized by section 10 of the Vagrant Act in case of 
a second conviction (except in the case of females), 
should be considered appropriate to the offence. 








THE IRISH LAND BILL. 
I. 


In entering upon the discussion of this question in these 
columns, it is perhaps desirable that we should state at 
the outset the points with which we do, and especially 
those with which we do not, propose to deal. And, first 
of all, we have no intention of raising any question as to 
the general desirability of the measure, or the propriety, 
or the contrary, of dealing with the possession of land in 
Ireland on principles different from those which apply 
as between hirer and lender of other descriptions of 
property, or of land elsewhere situate. We are, indeed, 
of opinion that, as a general principle, all legislation 
should be uniform for the whole United Kingdom, but 
no such rule has ever yet prevailed, and there does not 
seem to be any ground for its adoption in this case rather 
than in others. Again, we are not going to discuss the 
question whether the landowners of Ireland do or do not, 
48 a class, use oppressively the powers given to them by 
the existing law, nor whether the protection extended to 
the tenantry by that law—which is admittedly more 
favourable to the occupier than the corresponding law of 
ay other European community—is or is not sufficient to 
secure him against injustice. Our concern is not, in 
thort, with the policy or expediency of legislation on this 
subject, but with the manner and form of such legisla- 
tion, its desirability being accepted as a foregone conclu- 
tion. Further, we are not about to open up the vexed 
question whether the Irish tenant ought or ought not to be 
tegarded as having, under the circumstances of his 
possession, a moral right to a larger interest in the soil 
than arises at present, either by express contract or as an 
incident of tenure: that question may be deemed to have 
been definitively settled by the Land Act of 1870, which, 
Whatever else it may have done, unquestionably recognized 
wtch a moral right, not only in Ulster, where it had been 
Purchased with hard cash, but, though in inferior degree, 
er the whole of Ireland. Nor, lastly, is it our inten. 
tion to consider whether the law then introduced ought 

have been taken as a final settlement of the question, 
hor whether the time which has since elapsed has or has 
tot been sufficient to give it a fair trial: it is enough to 
&y that the practical discontent at the end of the decade 
iu question is much greater than it was at the beginning, 
‘ad that, however wise or righteous in itself that measure 
may have been, no one in Ireland, landlord or tenant, 
en professes to be satisfied with its working. 

But here arises a question of considerable importance 


follow the lines of the Act of 1870, with a view, as far 
as may be, to remedy the deficiencies of that Act, while 
adhering to its principle; or ought it, disregarding those 
lines altogether, to attempt to settle the relations of 
landlord and tenant on a totally different basis, not only 
differing from, but radically inconsistent with, the pro- 
visions of that Act f There is much to be said for each 
ofthese views, and the framers of the present Bill appear, 
as far as we can judge, to have remained to the last. un- 
decided as to which of them should prevail. And in 
order to the right comprehension of this question it is . 
necessary to consider shortly the points of alleged “ fail- 
ure” in the Act of 1870, and the reasons why that mea~ 
sure has not given satisfaction. And to arrive at a just 
conclusion on these points a few words by way of his- 
torical retrospect are requisite. 

The old customary tenure of Ireland under native 
rule waa that of a under which the owner- 
ship of all the land of the tribe was absolutely vested 
in the chieftain, who could practically impose what 
terms he pleased, in the nature of rent and services, upon 
the occupier for the time being; and so absolute was 
his dominion, that upon the death of a chieftain all the 
land reverted into the actual occupation of his successor, 
who was under no obligation in re-distributing it to pay 
any regard to the claims of the previous occupiers. On the 
other hand, he could only allot the land among the 
tribesmen: no stranger “‘ who was not of the seed of” 
the particular clan, could take any share, and none of 
the allottees could be dispossessed during the life of the 
allottor, except by the somewhat summary process—of 
by no means rare occurrence—of putting him to death 
for some real or alleged disobedience to the authority of 
his chief. 

Under the Norman colonists this tenure became 
somewhat modified: the chiefs avowedly held of 
the King of England (who was not, however, prior to 
the reign of Henry VIII., recognized as “ King,” but 
merely as ‘‘ Overlord,” in Ireland), and their immediate 
retainers, the descendants of the younger branches of 
their own families, or of the principal adventurers who 
had ‘“‘come over with” them, held of them by a tenure 
essentially feudal, but the great mass of the depend- 
ants, comprising practically the whole of the aboriginal 
population, remained unaffected by the change, save 
only that, on the one hand, systematic resumptions and 
re-distributions of land on a large scale were not prac- 
tised by the Normans, and, on the other, the restric. 
tions, such as they were, upon the arbitrary will of the 
chief, were persistently disregarded. In other words, 
the system of tanistry was superseded by & modified 
sort of “ villenage,” in which the persons of the villeins 
were indeed free, and their actual occupancy seldom 
interfered with, but their recognized rights as occupiers 
were reduced toa minimum. Among a people almost 
exclusively pastoral, such as the Irish then were, this 
system was not attended with the inconveniences which 
would have arisen from it among a more settled popula- 
tion extensively engaged in agriculture. a 
The gradual extension of English rule over the island 
eventually extinguished this tenure, the chiefs succes- 
sively surrendering their lands to the Crown, and receiv- 
ing them back “to hold by knight service”: a change 
invariably, but by no means immediately, followed by 
the substitution of ‘‘ terre tenants,” in the feudal sense 
of the word, for the old occupiers in tanistry. But it is 
noteworthy that most, if not all, of the “ rebellions” 
which recurred periodically from the time of Richard I. 
down to the “‘ pacification” effected under Elizabeth, 
arose from discontent at the operation of the Norman 
laws of descent as opposed to the old tanistry. 
And the principle underlying this law—viz., that the 
land belonged to the chief only as representative 
of the tribe, and that no individual whomsoever had 
any permanent “proprietary’’ rights in it inconsistent 
with its enjoyment by the tribe as a whole, was 





our inquiry: ought the contemplated legislation to 
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The particular form which this feeling took in the 
eighteenth century, and its effect at the present day, must 
be reserved for a future article. 


THE NEW BANKRUPTCY BILL. 


Ma. CuAmper.atn has no doubt had an easier task than 
any of his predecessors in the work of reforming the 
bankruptcy law, for the prolonged discussions and 
attempts at legislation have pretty well indicated the 
mode of dealing with the abuses which have rendered 
the existing law a scandal. The fact that he has 
largely availed himself of the provisions of previous 
Bills does not detract from the credit he deserves for 
his general scheme. That credit ought to be consider- 
able, We do not share in his anticipations of the 
successful working of some of his proposals, but it must 
be admitted that he has done better than any of his 
predecessors. He has, in general, steered clear of the 
evil of laxity on the one hand, and impracticable 
severity on the other. 

Shortly put, his general proposal (as developed in his 
speech) is as follows. He sweeps away the existing pro- 
visions as to liquidation and composition, and pro- 
vides that all proceedings shall be commenced by 
petition, which may be presented either by the debtor 
or any creditor. It will be remembered that, in defer- 
ence to the objections which were taken to the presen- 
tation of a petition by a debtor against himself, this 
provision was dropped in the latest Bill of the last 
Government. We have never been able to see any 
practical objection to allowing a debtor to present a peti- 
tion against himself, and we are glad to see that the 
Provision is restored. . Another provision, too, which 
was also dropped in the last Government Bill, has been 
reinstated—viz., the requirement that the debtor shall 
file a statement of his affairs and list of his creditors upon, 
or within three days after, the filing of the petition. This 
Wwe regard as an essential to a good Bankruptcy Bill. 
Upon adjudication the property of the bankrupt is to 
‘vest in an official receiver, who is to be an officer 
attached to the Bankruptey Court, and is to be appointed 
‘by, and responsible to, the Board of Trade. The regis- 
trars of the county courts are to fulfil this func- 
tion. The first meeting is to be held within seven 
days of the presentation of the petition. 

We are glad to find that Mr. Chamberlain has not 
given way to the irrational cry for abolition of 
proxies. It is quite true that most of the evils of the 
present system may be traced to the abuse of the system 
-of proxies, but so long as you have creditors living at a 
distance, it is ridiculous to abolish their use. What ought 
to be done is a0 to restrict their use as to avoid abuse. We 
repeatedly pointed out during the discussions on the pre- 
vious Government Bills that what is mainly wanted is 
ome provision as tc the.persons to whom proxies may be 
given. Wr. Chamberlain seems to have, to some extent, 
recognized this need, and he provides, not only that the 
proxies must be on official forms, and be available only 
for the mecting specified on the form, but that they 
aaust not be given to the solicitor for the bankrupt, 
mor used by any person for the purpose of voting 
for the appointment of himself as trustee.. Whether 
this provision will be sufficient, we cannot judge till 
we have to consider in detail the clause in the 
Bal. 





we Pong on ly shillings i Pghocun te | 
must be not less | five in 
must be confirmed by a second meeting after a report 
upon it has been made by the official receiver. The 
court, moreover, is empowered to refuse to allow the com- 
position to be proceeded with if itis of opinion that it is 
not calculated to benefit the general body of the creditors, 
or if the bankrupt had been guilty of misconduct. On 
the other hand, the meeting may appoint. a trustee, as to. 
whom it is provided that he must give security, and may 
be removed by the Board of Trade on the ground of unfit. 
ness or probability of collusion with the bankrupt ; or by - 
the creditors at any time; or by the Board of Trade 
if he is guilty of misconduct; with an appeal, in case 
of removal by the Board of Trade, to the court. The 
remuneration of the trustee is to be fixed by the schedule, 
but may be increased in the case of special services, or 
where the assets exceed £3,000. The following is the 
scale given in the schedule where the assets ander a 
bankruptcy petition do not exceed £3,000 :—“ For pro» 
perty realised, including debts collected, 25 per cent. on 
the first amount of £500, or any less sum; 1 per cent. 
on the next amount of £500, or any less sum ; § per cent. 
on all further sums. On dividend: 2 per cent. on the 
first amount of £1,000, or any less sum; 1 per cent. on 
all further sums. Where the property hes been realised 
partly by a receiver and partly by the trustee, the re- 
muneration for property realised shall be divided in pro- 
portion to the amount realised by each.” The trustee is 
not to be allowed any additional remuneration “ for the 
performance by others of services which he ought to 
perform by himself.” All bills are to be taxed and all 
moneys over £50 are to be paid into the Bank of England, 
and the accounts of the trustee are to be audited half- 
yearly by the Comptroller-General. 

The bankrupt is to be publicly examined in court as to 
his conduct and affairs. On the close of the bank- 
ruptcy, or before with the assent of the trustee and a 
majority of the creditors, the bankrupt may apply for 
discharge, and the court will have power to grant, re- 
fuse, or suspend such discharge, or to qualify it by any 
conditions as to after-acquired property. The court is 
empowered to order a prosecution and to commit the 
bankrupt for trial, without applying to a magistrate. If ic 
is shown that the debts of the bankrupt are fully paid, 
or the court is satisfied that the bankruptcy has been 
caused by misfortune and not by misconduct, it may 
annul the adjudication. 

With regard to small estates, it is provided that the 
receivers shall act as trustees and wind up the estates as 
quickly as possible, unless the creditors by resolution 
decide to elect a trustee of their own, And, lastly, it 
is proposed that a spécial bankruptcy judge shall be 
appointed ; that the London Court of Bankruptcy shall 
become a branch of the High Court, and that the regis- 
trars shall act as chief clerks, The appeal in London 
cases is te be from the bankruptcy judge to the Court of 
Appeal, and in country cases from the county courts to 
the Court of Appeal, with the judge in bankruptcy sitting 
as one of its members. 

The Bill bas been issued at too late a date to enable 
us to deal this week with any of the clauses which carry 
out this scheme, We shall hope hereafter to return to 
them. 





Mr. Justice Kay will go on circuit on Tuesday, the 3rd 
of May, and will probably be shsent for a weekor tea 
days. 

Lord Coleridge announced on Monday that it was 
intended that there should be sittings at Guildhall after 
Easter, lasting nine or ten instead of only five or six day%, 
as had latterly been the case there at that time of the 
year, of 
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RAILWAY RATES AND FARES. 
I 


‘Tere seems to be little doubt that the question of rail-. 


way rates and fares is gaining an interest ia 
The Parliamentary: 


inquiry 

the Royal Commission of 1865, and the Joint’ Select 
Committee of 1872), but the evidence which has been ad- 
duced by Professor Hunter* goes so specifically to the 
grievances of the agricultural classes, that the cry that 
bi must be done” will inevitably. be raised. 
And it is material to observe that the Lord Carlingford 
who has just been appointed Lord Privy Seal is the 
same person who, as Mr. Chichester Fortescue, carried 
the Regulation of Railways Act, 1873, through the 
House of Commons. A Bill, if Bill there is to be, 
‘would be aptly introduced in the House of Lords. 

The law of the subject is peculiar and difficult, and is 
mainly contained in a body of “‘ special Acts” which are 
practically inaccessible. Itis, indeed, provided by the 
concluding sections alike of the Companies Clauses, the 
Lands Clauses, and the Railways Clauses Consolidation 
Acts, that every railway company must keep a copy of its 
special Act.at its principal office of business, and also 
deposit forpublic inspection a copy with the clerk of 
the peace of each county through which the railway 
passes; but the Acts of each large company may be 
numbered by scores, and its rates by millions, and, with- 
out the. assistance of a good library, it is hopeless to get 
at accurate information. 

We propose to consider (1) the Standing Orders of 
Parliament which regulate the toll clauses; (2) the toll 
clauses'of two or three of the more important com- 
panies; and (3) the remarkable section of the Railways 
Clauses Act which controls the operation of the toll 
<lauses of the special Acts. 

The Standing Orders have, we believe, differed little 
since 1845, and we believe it also to be correct to say 
that it is only in rare cases that they have been dis- 
pensed with in favour of particular companies. Stand- 
ing Order No. 119 provides that “ the Committee on 
‘every railway bill shall fix the tolls, and shall determine 
the maximum rates of charge for the conveyance of 
passengers, with a due amount of luggage, and of 
animals and goods on the railways.” Standing Order 
No. 90 (peculiar to the House of Lords) provides that 
“no Bill by or under which the maximum rates autho- 
tized for the conveyance of passengers, goods, or ani- 
mals shall be read a second time until a report thereon 
ftom the Board of Trade has been laid upon the table of 
the House.” Lastly, Standing Order No. 132 (which 
has been in force ever since 1845) provides that every 
tailway bill shall contain a clause to the effect that 
“nothing herein contained’’ shall exempt the railway 
authorized. . . “from any future revision and alteration, 
under the authority of Parliament, of the maximum 
tates and fares authorized by this Act.” These Standing 
‘Orders form, no doubt, a strong weapon against the 
tailway companies for any member inclined to use 
them, but their extreme generality has probably rendered 
them harmless in practice. No standard is prescribed 
for fixing the maximum rates; it is not said whether they 
ate to be regulated by the cost of the line, or the value 
of money, or by an average of maxima or actual fares 
Prevailing on lines already constructed. The classifi- 
tation, which forms so conspicuous a feature in the 
$pecial Act when passed, is entirely ignored. Therefore 
&committee would naturally lean to a high maximum, 
o* “Ios are not wanting,” states the professor in a re- 
‘ent pamphlet on the subject, “in which foreign uce and 
ate conveyed by — railways more ply than 

and cattle. There is reason to'believe that, evea 

‘rom such favouritism, some railway companies habitually 

‘excessive charges, and such charges are submitted to by 
and others in ignorance of their rights.” 








and as a matter of fact, as was stated by Mr. Laing in 
his report of the Statistics of British and Foreign Rail- 
ways in 1844,.“ ‘the parliamentary mazimem) ig always 
so high as pepe rca mimee co self-interest alone 
| would dictate, and has never any practical opera- 
tion.” (See introduction to Bigg’s Special Railway Acts, 


to the Acts themselves, we find-the 
scheme of the toll clauses of the London, Brightes; and 
South Coast Railway Company to be as follows: 

It is first enacted that the company may demend’and 
take “ for the use of their railways, and for the supply 
of carriages, for every person 24. per mile, and if con~ 
veyed in a carriage of the company an additional sum of 
3d, per mile.” A further section allows the company 
to charge for the use of engines any sum not exceeding 
ld. per mile for each passenger. The aggregate is'3}d., 
but it is plain that the sections are not worth thepaper 
they are written on, being enacted on the long-exploded 
theory that the public would be able to use railways as 
highways, with their own engines and carriages, or at 
all events with engines and carriages not provided by 
the company owning the line. The section of practical 
importance, therefore, is the maximum. rate clause, which 
provides that “‘ the maximum rates of charge to be made 
by the company for the conveyance of passengers, in- 
cluding the tolls for the use of the railway and for 
locomotive . power, and every other expense incidental 
to such conveyance (except Government. daty), shall 
not exceed ‘‘ for every first-class passenger by an express 
train 24d. per mile, for every second-class passenger by an 
express train 2d. per mile, for every first-class passenger 
by an ordinary train 2d. per mile, for every second-elass 
passenger by an ordinary train 13d. per mile, and for every 
third-class passenger ld. per mile. [These charges, we 
may observe, were increased by one farthing apiece per 
mile by the London and Brighton Railway Act, 1868 (31 
& 32 Vict. c. cxxxiv.), s. 26.] 

Turning to the Great Eastern Railway Act, 1862 (25 
& 26 Vict. c. ccxxiii.), we find very different toll clauses. 
By section 224 of that Act the toll for the use of the 
railway is 2d. per mile, as upon the Brighton line, bat 
that the toll for the use of a carriage of the company is 
1d. per mile [instead of $d.], and the toll for use of 
engines is 3d. per mile [instead of 1d.]. Moreover, the 
maximum rate clause makes no distinction between 
express and ordinary trains, but fixes for first class Sd., 
for second class 24 , and for third class 1}d. per mile. 

The South-Eastern Company has very pecutiat toll 
clauses indeed [in operation upon a certain portion of its 
line only]. They are to be found in 6 Will. 4, a 75, 
and authorizethe charge of a maximum fare of 344. per 
mile for each passenger, irrespective of class, and more~ 
over, in the case of animals aud goods, allow “such 
additional sum as the company think proper for use of 
engines, and such additional sum as shall be reasonable 
for the use of carriages. (See Hodges on Railways, 6th 
ed., p. 468, where a table of the maximum charges 
appiicable to some half dozen companies may be found.) 


Com--} published in 1845.) 





The following dates have been fixed for the Soring As- 
s'zes :—Western Circuit (Mr. Justice Manisty).—W orcester, 
Tuesday, April 26; Taunton, Tuesday, May 3; Exeter, 
Monday, May 9; Winchester, Tuesday, May 17, . South 
Kastera Circuit (Mr. Justice Hawkius).—Reading (which is 
on the Oxford Circuit), will form part of the South-Eastern, 
Circuit for these assizes, and Mr. Justice Hawkins will open 
the commission there on Monday, the 25th inst., and will 

roceed with the trial of prisoners the same mornifig. 
Northern Circuit (Mr. Justice Williams and Mr, Justice 
Mathew).—Carlisle,. Tuesday, April 26; Manchester, Fri- 
day, April 29; Liverpool, Saturday, May 7. North-Bastera 
Circuit (Mr. Justics Stephen and Me. Justics — 
Newcastle, Tuesday, April 26 ; Durham, Friday, A 7 
Leeds, Tuesday, May 3. Civil actions will be tried at Man- 
chester, Liverpool, and Leeds, but prisoners only at the other 
places, Mr. Justice Kay will not join the North-Eastern Oir- 
cuit until Leeds is reached. 
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CORRESPONDENCE. 


THE INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—Over 150 solicitors have now signed the requisi- 
tion to the Council of the Incorporated Law Society to 
convene a meeting “‘ for the purpose of considering the 
present position of legal procedure, the impending 
changes in our profession, and other incidental matters, 
which to the meeting may appear urgent and import- 
ant,” and yet I am informed that the council will not 
meet to consider it before Friday, the 29th inst.—that is 
to say, when we are all busy again. No advantage is 
taken of the vacation, when we all might attend without 
inconvenience. Epmunp Kiwser. 

22, Queen-street, E.C. 


THE INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY AND 
THE “LAW LIST.” 


[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Sir,—I am desired by the Council of the Incorporated 
Law Society to ask you to be so good as to insert, in 
your next issue, the accompanying copy of a letter which 
I have, by their direction, sent to Mr. John Nicholls. 

E. W. Wittramson. 

Incorporated Law Society, Chancery-lane, April 13. 


[The following is the letter referred to :— 
(Copy.) 
Incorporated Law Society, Chancory-lane, W.C., 
April 13, 1881. 

Dear Sir,—I beg to acknowledge the receipt of your 
letter of the 5th inst. 

I am desired by the council to inform you that in 
putting an end to the arrangement which, as mentioned 
in a previous letter, they had found not to work 
satisfactorily, they had in view the publication of as 
accurate a list as possible of the members of this society, 
and the proposed issue of the Calendar afforded an 
excellent opportunity for carrying into effect that which 
could not conveniently have been obtained in any other 
way. 

The council have caused inquiry to be made with 
reference to the list of errors enclosed in your letter, and 
they have investigated each one of the instances referred 
to by you. It has been found that in more than four- 
fifths of them, the entries now in ithe Calendar are 
correctly made from the personal instructions of the 
members themselves. The result, moreover, of the com- 
parison you have made seems to the council to establish 
the statement made in my letter to you of the 30th ult. 
as to numerous errors in the Law List, which statement 
you are quite at liberty to test if you think proper to do 
80. 

I may mention that in some of the cases you refer to 
as errors, the gentlemen named are not members of the 
society, and that your list is largely made up of items 
referring to purely metropolitan districts. 

You will, of course, understand that the council were 
not in a position to use any portion of the Law List in 
framing the Calendar. They took the only proper steps 
that were open to them—namely, of making personal 
application to all the members the society.—I am, dear 
Sir, yours faithfully, 

(Signed) E. W. Witttamson, Secretary. 

J. Nicholls, Esq., 73, Gresham-street, E.C.] 





‘On Tuesday evening, the members of the South-Eastern 
Circuit entertained Mr. Justice Watkin Williams and Mr, 
Justice Mathew at dinner in the Inner Temple-hall (the use 
of which was specially granted for the purpose) in order to 
celebrate their recent elevation tothe bench. Mr, Mon 
Chambers, Q.C., occupied the chair, and among those present 
were Lord Justice Bramwell, Mr. Baron Pollock, and Mr, 
Justice Denman. 








CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Proor 1s Bankruptcy—Jvupcment Dest—Power or: 
Court oF BANKRUPTCY To GO BEHIND JUDGMENT.—In a. 
case of Ex parte Banner, before the Court of Appeal on the 
7th inst., a question arose as to the power of the Court of 

ptcy, upon a proof being tendered on a judgment debt, 
to go behind the judgment, and inquire into the con-- 
sideration for the alleged debt. An action had been brought 
against the liquidatiag debtors for £1,042. When it came on 
for trial, the debtors, under the advice of their counsel, con- 
sented to a judge’s order staying the proceedings, on the 
terms of their paying the defendant £400 and the taxed 
costs of the action. A few days afterwards the defendants. 
filed a liquidation petition, and the plaintiff sought to prove: 
in the liquidation for £510, the amount of the £400 and the. 
costs. Upon the evidence, the court held that the action bad: 
been brought by the plaintiff, knowing that he had no legal 
right to the sum which he claimed, simpiy for the purpose 
of extortion, he believing that the defendants would not 
venture to submit to a cross-examination, because they would 
then have had to admit that they had been parties to a. 
gross fraud. Under these circumstances the court (JAMES, 
Brett, and Corton, L.JJ.), reversing the decision of Bacon, 
©.J., held that the court could go behind the judgment and 
inquire into the consideration, and that it would be a viola-- 
tion of justice to allow the proof to be made in competition: 
with the Jond fide creditors of the debtors.—SoxicrTors, 
Robinson & Cameron; Layton & Jaques. 


Proor 1n Bankruptcy — GuARANTEED Dest — Part 
Payment BY Sunety.—In a case of Ex parte The Nationat 
Provincial Bank of England, the Court of Appeal (James, 
Brett, and Cotton, L.JJ.), on the 7th inst., reversed the 
decision of Bacon, C.J. (ante, p. 279). The debtor and a 
surety had given to the bankers of the former a joint and 
several bond for £1,000, to secure the balance which might, 
from time to time, be due from the debtor to the bank.. 
The bond contained a clause limiting the total liability of 
the surety to £500, and a proviso that, incase the debtor’ 
should become bankrupt, any dividends received by the. 
bank from his estate sbcald not, so far as concerned the- 
surety, goin discharge of his liability, but that the bank 
should, notwithstanding, be entitled to recover on the bond 
against the surety to the full extent of £500, or so much 
thereof as should, together with the dividends, amount to 
twenty shillings in the pound on the debt for which the bond 
should be a security. The debtor some time afterwards filed 
a liquidation petition, and the bank proved in the liquiva- 
tion for £2,494, the whole balance due from him to them.. 
Afterwards the surety paid them £500, and the bond was 
given up tohim. The trustee allowed him to prove in the 
liquidation for £500, and then gave notice to the bank that 
he rejected their proof to the extent of £500. Bacon, C.J., 
held that the trustee was right in thus reducing the proof, om 
the ground that the creditor had realized a security, The 
Court of Appeal (James, Brerr, and Corton, L.JJ.) hel@ 
that the effect of the proviso was to assign to the bank the 
surety’s right to prove for what he had paid, and that the 
proof of the tank ovght to stand for the full amount, The 
right of the bank could not be affected by the trustee’s having 
admitted the proof of the surety behind their back. And the 
court were of opinion that, independently of the proviso, 
the result would have been the same, the bond being in effect 
a security for the ultimate balance due to the bank, and the 
surety being a surety for the whole debt, though his liability 
was limited to £500.—Soxicirors, Wilde, Berger, § Co.; 
Jones, Blaxland, § Co, 


VsnpoR AND PurcHasER—ConTRACT ror SaLE or HovusB 
—DestructTion or Hovsz By Fire petween Date or Con- 
TRACT AND COMPLETION oF PurcHasE—RiGuT To PRocEEDS 
or Fire Insurance Poricy EFFECTED By Venpor—l# 
Geo. 3, c. 78.—In a case of Rayner v. Preston, before the 
Court of Appeal, on the 8th inst., the question arose 
whether after a contract has been entered into for the 
sale of a house, but before the completion of the purchase, 
the house is destroyed or damaged by fire, the is 
entitled to the money which the vendor has recovered in fe- 
spect of the loss from an insurance company with whom he 
had effected a policy before the contract for sale was en 
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‘{nto, the contract for sale having contained no reference to 


the policy. The action was brought by the purchaser 
t the vendors of a house, which had been 4d 
by fire between the date of the contract for sale and the time 
dxed for completion, claiming to recuver the moneys which 
the defendants had received under a policy of insurance on 
the house, effected before the coutract, but not referred to in 
it, or to have the moneys expended in reinstating the house. 
The policy contained a condition that assignees of the prop- 
erty (with certain exceptions, not including a purchaser) 
should not be entitled to the benefit of the insurance, Jessel, 
M.R., considering himself. bound by authority, held (28 
W.R. 808, L. R. 14 Ch. D. 297, 24 Sortcrrors’ Jouanat, 
485) that the purchasers were not entitled to the policy 
money, and this decision was affirmed by the Court of Appeal 
(Samus, Beztt, and Corton, L.JJ.), though their lordships 
were divided in opinion. Corron, L.J., was of opinion 
that (independently of the condition in the policy) 
the contract for sile would pass all things belong- 
ing to the vendors appurtenant to, or necessarily con- 
nected with, the use and enjoyment of the property mentioned 
in the contract, but not collateral contracts. And, in his 
opinion, independently of the Act of Geo. 3, the policy of 
insurance was a collateral contract. It was not a contract 
limiting or affecting the interest of the vendors in the prop- 
erty sold, or affecting their right to enforce the contract 
for sale. If there had been no insurance, and the 
house had been burnt, the contract for sale would 
have been enforced. The policy was not even a contract in 
the event of a fire to repair the buildings, but a contract in 
that event to pay the vendors a sum of money which, if 
seceived by them, they might apply ia any way tkey thought 
fit. In his lordship’s opinion the contract of insurance 
would not pass without apt words by a contract for sale 
of the thing insured. But it was said that the vendor was, 
between the time of the contract being made and its com- 
pletion, a trustee of the property for the purchaser, and that 
as, but for the fact of the legal ownership of the property 
insured being vested in him, ke could not have recovered on 
the policy, he must be considered a trustee of the money so 
Socal But an unpaid vendor was a trustee in a quali- 
fied sense only. He was a trustee only because a court of 
equity would give effect to his contract by transferring the 
property sold to the purchaser, and he was a trustee only in 
respect of the property contracted to be sold, of which the 
policy was not a part. The money was received by virtue of 
the contract of insurance, and though the fact that the in- 
sured had parted with all interest in the property insured 
would be an answer to the claim against the company, on 
the ground that the contract of insurance was one of iu- 
demnity only, that was very different from the proposition 
that the money was received by reason of his legal interest 
in the property. As to the statute of Geo. 3, his lordship was 
ofopinion that it did not, ofitself, so connect the money with 
the property sold as to entitle the plaintiffs successfully to 
contend that, under the contract, they were entitled to the 
money. He would give no opinion whether the plaintiffs, 
as purchasers, who were liable to the vendors for the full 
amount of the purchase-money, even though the buildiog 
was burnt, were persons who could (possibly to the prejudice 
of the insurance company) insist that the money should be 
pe in re-building. Even if they were so entitled, the Act 
“only gave a right to insist on the money being so applied, 
and their claim to have that done was the foundation of, and 
essential to, the existence of their right. His lordship was 
of opinion that there was no decision in favour of the plain- 
tiffe, while against them there was the direct decision of Vice- 
Chancellor Kindersley in Poole v. Adams (12 W. R. 683), 
which was supported to some extent by the judgment of 
Lord Eldon in Paine v. Meller (6 Ves. 349), though that de- 
cision was not directly in poiot. Brerr, L.J., agreed with 
Cotton, L.J. James, L.J., differed. He was of opinion 
that the plaintiffs’ contention was founded, not only on the 
natural equity which commended itself to the general sense 
of the lay world not instructed ia legal principles, but also 
on the artificial equity which is administered in our system of 
Jarisprudence, ‘He was of opinion that the relation between 
the parties was truly and strictly that of trustee and cestui 
ue trust, He d that it was not accurate to call the re- 


ion between the vendor and the purchaser of an estate, 
while the contract for sale was in jieri, that of trus'ee and 
cestui que trust, because it was then uncertain whether the 
contract would or would not be performed, and the character 


in which the parties stood to one another remained in 
suspense as long as the contract was in jeri. But, when the 
contract was performed by actual conveyance, or performed 
in everything but the mere formal act of sealing the engrossed 
deeds, then the completion related back to the contract, 
and it was thereby ascertained that the relation was, 
throughout, that of trustee and cestui gue trust. It was 
ascertained that, while the legal estate was in the vendor, 
the beneficial or equitable interest was wholly in the pute 
chaser. That was, in his lordship’s opinion, the correct 
definition of a trust estate. And, that being the relation be- 
tween the parties, his lordship held it to be aa universal 
tule of equity that any right which was vested in a trustee, 
any benefit which accrued toa trustee, from whatever source 
or under whatever circumstances, by reason of his } 
ownership of the property, that right and that benefit 
took as trustee for the beneficial owner. If the policy of 
insurance were a collateral contract, such as the policy of 
insurance which a oreditor effects on the life of his debtor, 
the case would be wholly different. But a policy of fire 
insurance was not, in his lordship’s opinion, a collateral 
contract. It was not a wagering cortract, a contract that, 
if a fire happeued, a certain sum of money should be paid to 
the insured. It was in terms and in effect a contract that, 
if the property was injured, the insurance company would 
make good theactual damage sustained by the property. 
That damage, and that damage only, gave the right and 
wasthe measure of the right, and it seemed to him im- 
possible to say that it was not by reason of the legal owner- 
ship, and in respect solely of the injury done to that legal 
ownership, that the right to recover from the insurance 
company accrued to the insured. No doubt, it was a mere 
accident that there was a policy, and the purchaser could 
not have complained if there had been none. But this was 
soin other cases in which equitable rights had arisen, A 
surety was entitled to contribution from a ¢o- a 
or to the benefit of securities taken by the i- 
tor from the principal debtor, though he was io 
rant when he agreed to become surety that there 
was another surety, or that the creditor had obtained 
any security. His lordship thought it unnecessary to refer 
to the Act of Geo. 3. But he thought that the Act showed 
that a policy of insurance was considered by the Legislature 
to be for the benefit of all the persons interested in the 
property, and he thought that a purchaser having an 
equitable interest under a contract for sale was a person who 
had an interest in the house within the meaning of 
the Act. But he preferred to rest his decision on the fact 
that the relation between the vendor and purchaser became, 
and was in law, as from the date of the contract, and up to 
the completion of it, that of trustee and cestui que trust, 
and that the trustee received the insurance money by reason 
of, and as, the actual amount of the damage done to the trust 
property.—Soxicitors, Venn § Son; Torr § Co. 


os 


Company—Winpinc urp— Direcrors—MIsFsaSaNncE— 
Companies Act, 1862, s. 165.—In a case of In re The British 
Seamless Paper Box Company, befora the Court of Appeal 
on the 5th inst., the question arose whether directors of a 
company in liquidation were liable to pay to the liquidator, 
under section 165 of the Act, the nominal value of some 
shares, which had been given to them as fully paid up b 
the vendors to the company of the patent to work whic 
the company was formed. ‘I'he company was formed 
in March, 1875, and consisted originally of only eight 
members, who had each signed the memorandum of 
association for one share. Seven of these persons were 
directors, and the eighth was the secretary. The nominal 
value of each share was £100. In April, 1875, the directors 
allotted 320 shares as fully paid up to the vendors, in pay- 
ment of the purchase-money of the patent, and at the same 
time the vendors (who were three of the directors) trans- 
ferred thirty-five of the 320 shares to another director, and 
fifteen of the 320 shares to each of two other directors, ia 
each case fora nominal consideration, All the then eight 
members of the company were aware of this transaction. 
No new members were admitted until January, 1876, 
when some shares were allotted to four or five other 
Afterwards the company was ordered to be wound up, and 
the liquidator, alleging that the directors to whom the 
vendors had given the fully paid-up shares had been guilty 





of a misfeasance, sought to make them pay the full nominal 
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value of those shares. . Jessel, :M-:R., held that the diree- 
tors were not liable, and his decision was affirmed by the 
Court of Appeal (James, Brett, and Corroy, L.JJ.). James, 
L.J., said that the question was one of honesty or dishonesty. 
He-agreed with the Master of the Rolls in thinking that 
when ‘the transaction took place the then members of the 
eompany intended to rewain the solemembers, There could 
beno fraud on the existing members of the company, for they 
all:concnrred in what was done, and no fraud on the future 
members, for it was not then intended toadmit any. The 
ease differed from Zhe Society of Practical Knowledge v. 
Abbott (2 Beav. 559), in which it was always intended to 
admit new shareholders. If the new shareholders had any 
eause of complaint, they might bring actions against the 
directors on the ground of concealment or misrepresentation, 
but ‘the liquidator, as representing the company, had no 
ground of complaint.—Soricirors, Ramsden & Anstie ; 
Benham & Tindell ; Butcher. 


——— 


Practice—Norice or Triat BY JURY—TRIAL BEFORE 
Jupge—AcTION FoR TRESPpAss—Rvuizs or Court, 1875, 
Orp. 36, 8. 26.—In a case of Mitchell v. Chapman, 
before the Master of the Rolls on the 8th inst., a motion 
was made under ord. 36, r. 26, that, notwithstanding 
the notice of trial before a judge and jury given by the 
defendant, the action might be tried before the jndge 
himself. The action was for a declaration that a certain 
estate, the property of the plaintifis, extended close up to 
the hedge on the western side thereof, and that the defend- 
ants’were not entitled to any Jand on the eastern side of 
such hedge, or to cut any. ditch in, or otherwise interfere 
with the land, also for an injunction, damages, and general 
relief. The defendants alleged that the hedge belonged 
to them, and also claimed a strip of land, forty inches wide, 
along the eastern side of the hedge. The defendants also 
alleged that the fence and the customary distance of forty 
iwebes formed part of a parcel of land allotted to them 
wnder an award in 1761. Jessri, M.R., said it was not 
for him to say whether the case would be better tried 
before a judge or a judge and jury, es the Legislature had 
given either party right to try before a jury unless good 
cause to the contrary were shown. That right was 
absolute except in that class of cases which, previously to 
the Jndicatore Act, without any consent they would have 
been tried without a jury. Now, as to some cases which 
the Uonrt cf Chancery used to entertain, injunctions were 
frequently granted, but the action iteelf and the question 
of right was really tried at law, and equity only interfered 
to protect the subject-matter until the right was deter- 
mined. In that class of cases he considered there shonld 
be a stronger case to induce the judge to take away the 
right to a jury than where the action was an old chancery 
soit pore and simple. In the present case the action 
was one of trespass, et a chancery suit purely, 
and there wonld be a conflict as to acts of ownership 
in relation to the hedge claimed by the plaintiffs, 
Another question was whether the defendants were en- 
titled under the award, and also as to the nature of the 
custom of the country as to the land adjoining the hedge, 
In his opiniop, unless a jary could not try those isanee, 
they really could try nothing at all. Moreover, it was 
said all the witnesses resided at Leeds; and, in fact, he 
bad no donbt it was a case that ought to be tried before a 
jedge and jury. He should therefore direct the trial to 
take place at the ensuing Leeds Assizes, and, as it was to 
be so tried, and as there was no question of equity in- 
volved, he thought the subsequent proceedings shonld also 
take place in the division in which the action was tried, 
and he should therefore also direct a transfer of the action 
to the Queens Bench Division.—Soticitors, Sivgleton & 
Tattershall; Geare & Son. 


SerrreMent—Executory Trvst—PROPERTY SETTLED ON 
Mazzrep Woman anp Cuitpren—Power or APPOINT- 
mENt.—In a case of Ellis vy. Snowdon, also before the 
Master of tte Rolls on the 8th ivst., a question was raised 
as to the proper form of settlement to be executed where 
property was given by will to be settled upon = married 
woman and her children and isane, The case had been 
previously before the court, and by the decree a power of | 


children and issue, It was now argued, on & motion to 
vary minutes, that the power of appointment should not 
be inserted. No case could be prodnced where the exact 
point had arisen and been adjudicated upon. JzsseL, M.R., 
was of opinion that, on the particular words of the wil} 
which directed the property to be settled upon the married 
woman and her children and issue, with powers of main. 
tenance and advancement, that the actual devolution wag 
determined, and, therefore, that the power of appointment 
ghonld be exoluded.—Soxicirors, Walker & Mewburn- 
Walker ; Lambert, Petch, & Shakespear. 


Practicre—InsPEcTION oF Documents—NECESSITY oF 
SonicitoR BEING Present—Rutes oF Court, 1875, 
Oxp. 31, x, 14.—In a case of Oldrieve v. Knowles, before 
the Master of the Rolls on the 9th inst., a question was 
raised whether plaintiffs could refuse to allow a defendant 
to inspect documents in the plaintiffs’ possession unless 
the defendant was accompanied by his solicitor through- 
out the whole inspection. The reason why the inspection 
was refused except in the above mode was because the 
fendant in question had been previously convicted of forgery. 
It was argued for the plaintiff that, under the old practice, 
the inspection was not allowed except to the solicitor 
or when he was present. JusseL, M.it., was of opinion 
that the defendant was entitled to the inspection, on his 
giving reasonable notice to the plaintiff, without his solicitor 
being required to be present, ae, if the plaintiffs had any fear 
as to the preservation of their documents, they could have 
any number of policemen or clerks present they liked. The: 
costs of the summons by the defendant for the inspection 
would be his “ in any event.’’—Soricrrors, 4. Lewis ; Fox 
§ Co, 


Partigs TO AcTION—SPEcIFIC PERFORMANCE—CONTRACT 
FOR SaLE—TRUSTEE FOR VENDOR.—A demurrer was anges 
before Hall, V.C., on the 7th inst., in an action of The Halifax 
Joint Stock Banking Company (Limited) v. The Sowerby 
Bridge Town Halt Company and others, The demurrer had 
been entered to the statement of claim of the plaintiffs by 
one of the defendants, J. R. Atkinson, under the followi 
circumstances :—The plaintiffs were a company incorpo: 
under the Companies Acts, 1862 and 1867, while the defend- 
ants were an association (formed under a deed, for the object 
of founding and keeping up a museum and mechanics’ 
institute) and the trustees of the association. The deed of 
association provided that the trustees should stand seised andi 
possessed of the lands, &c., of the association, subject to the 
entire control of a committee, and that they should execute 
all such conveyances, &c., as the committee should direct. 
The association having acquired certain copyhold Janda, 
which had been duly surrendered to the trustees, built a 
public hall upon a portion thereof. After come years the 
plaintiff company made an offer to the association for the 
purchase of the hall, which was accepted by the committee, 
and a a of ten per cent. upon the purchase-money was- 
paid. Tbe shareholders of the association approved the con- 
tract by a resolution duly passed and confirmed, and a 
surrender to the plaintiffs was prepared and approved by the 
solicitors of the association, This surrender was executed 
all but one of the trustees of the association, but that one, 
being the defendant Atkinson, refused to execute. The 
action was thereupon commenced by the plaintiffs, claimiog 
specific performance of the contract for sale, and that the 
defendant Atkinson might be ordered to execute a 
conveyance. ‘The statement of claim, to which Atkinson de-- 
murred, stated as above, and that the plaintiffs were willing 
to complete their purchase. The grounds of the Jemurrer 
were that the cluim disclosed no privity of contract between 
the plaintiffs and the defendant Atkinson, nor any ground of 
action against him. Hatt, V.C., allowed the demurrer with 
costs, observing that it was the rule to exclude ‘from ‘actions 
for specific performance all collateral questions e”* all per- 
sons who were not parties to the contract. There was a0 
obligation thrown upon the vendors to procure the con- 
currence of the parties to the conveyfnce, but the fact of 2- 
trustee having the legal estate, and being bound to convey at 
the direction of the vendors, did not e him otherwise: 
than a stranger to the contract. The observations of 
Cottenham in Parker v, Small (3 My. & Cr. 70) applied, 
the rule could only be altered by the Court of Appeal.— 
Soricritors, Layton ¢ Jaques, for Watson & Dickons, Brad-~ 





appointment was given to the married woman amongst her 


ford; Learoyd § Co., for J. W. Longbottom, Halifex. 
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undervalue. Fry, J., said that the object of the provision 
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Buripine Soctery — Incozronation — InzrevLaniry — | as'to notice was that the person who was substantislly in- 
Power or Court To DECLARE CeRtiricaTs or Incorrora- | terested in the -~ of redemption’ should have the oppor- 
gion Vorpo—Buiipine Socigmes Act, 1874 (37 &.38 Vict. | tunity of Paying the first mortgagee, and no one wab 
¢, 42), 88.7, 9, 12.~In a case of Glover v. ore Fry, | more interested m the equity of redemption than the second 
J, on the 5th inst., the question arose whether the court | mortgagee. And his lordship held thatthe effect of the 
had power to declare that the certificate of incorporation of a m was to subrogate the second mortgagee 


ilding society, under the Building Societies Act of 1874, 
was of n0 effect, on the ground that the proceedings by 
means of which it had been obtained had been irregularly 
conducted. The action was brought by someof the members 
of a building society, on behalf of themselves and others 
who were altogether a minority of the members, against the 
trustees and other officers of the society. The society 
was originally formed in 1865, and was inrolled under the 
Act 6 & 7 Will. 4, ¢. 32. In 1879 a general meeting of the 
society, specially called for the purpose, was held, at which it 
was resolved that the society be incorporated under the Act of 
1874. In pursuance of this resolution, the certificate of 
incorporation was obtained from the Registrar of Building 
Societies. Section 9 of the Act of 1874 provides that ‘‘ every 
society now subsisting or hereinafter established shall, upon 
receiving a certificate of incorporation under this Act, 
become a body corporate by its registered name, having 
perpetual succession, until terminated or dissolved in manner 
herein provided, and a common seal.” By section 12 
“4 certificate of incorporation under this Act shall not be 
granted to an existing society, except upon application to 
the registrar made by suthority of a general meeting of the 
society specially called for the purpose, and the registrar may 
require of the person making the application a statutory 
declaration that such authority was duly given.” The plain- 
tiffe alleged that the meeting, at which it was resolved that 
the society skal] be incorporated ander the Act of 1874, had 
been irregularly convened, no proper ootice having been 
given of it in pursuance of the socicty’s rules, and many of 
the members having, in fact, had no notice of the meeting. 
And the plaintiffs asked a declaration tbat the certificate of 
incorporation was of no effect, and that it ought to be 
delivered up to be cancelled, and that, notwithstanding the 
certificate, the society was a subsisting society under the 
provisions of the Act 4 & 5 Will. 4, ¢. 40, Fry, J., said 
that before the registrar granted the certificate it was his 
duty to inquire whether the application for it was made by 
the authority of a general meeting of the society duly given. 
The Act provided that, upon the certificate being given, 
the society should become a body corporate. Even if there 
had been an irregularity, in his lordehip’s view he had no 
power to declare the incorporation void. Incorporation was 
& prerogative of the Crown, and, though, in this case the 
‘corporation took place under the provisions of the statute, 
it was none the less a matter of royal prerogative. And 
incorporation might be put an end to by the well-known 
method of procedure by quo warranto, but it was a new 
thing to his lordship that some of the individual corporatoss 
should come to the court as against others, and ask to 
have the corporation dissolved, on the ground that it had 
been obtained by fraud or irregularity. Avother fatal 
Objection was that the relief was asked in the absence of the 
Corporation itself which it was sought to dissolve. — 
Soxicirors, Brook & Chapman; Woodbridge & Sons, 


————— 


Mortcace—Power or Sate—Vatipiry or Exercise— 
Notice to Be Given to “Mortcacor, HIS ExEcuToas, 
ADMINIsTRATORS, og Assigns ’’—Norice GIVEN To Mort- 
GAGOR BUT NOT To Sxconp Morrcacre.—In a case of 
Hoole v. Smith, before Fry, J., on the 6th inst., a question 
aro& as to the validity of a sale under a power of sale in a 

e, upon .which, strange to say, there did not appear 
to be any authority. A first mortgage contained a power of 
sale, and it was proved that the power was not to de exer- 
tized unless notice of the intention to sell had been served 
on the mortgagor, “his executors, administrators, or as- 
op Serena made a second mo of the 
property, and the second ave notice: is mort- 
exe to the first mortgagee, iter this, the first mortgagée 

the property under his power, and before doing so he 
Gave notice to the mortgagor, but he did not give any 
Rotice to the second mortgagee. The second mortgagee 
the action sgninst the first, claiming damages, on 

the ground that notice ought to have been given to him as 
“assign” of the mortgagor before the er was 
*Xercised, and that the property bad been sold at an 








é 
Fé 


ther the mortgagor 
entitled to notice. An inquiry as to damages was 
Soiicrtors, C. Butcher ; Church § Co. 





CASES BEFORE THE BANKRUPTCY 
REGISTRARS. 

(Before Mr, Recisrrar Pepys, acting as Chief Judge.) 

March 22.—Zz parte West, Re Salisbury, the younger, 

A solicitor is not entitled to the costs of a petition for liquie 
dation where the presentation of such petition is unnecessary. 

The court has a discretion under rule 292 with reference to 
solicitors’ costs. 

This was an application on behalf of Mr. Albert West, 
solicitor for R. B. Salisbury, janr., for an order that the 
costs of the applicant in and about the presentation of the 
petition for liquidation presented by Salisbury, dated the 
20th of July, 1880, might be taxed and paid by the trustees 
out of the estate of the bankrupt. 

The case of the applicant was that up to the 13th of 
August, 1880, he acted as solicitor for R. B. Salis 
juor., in various matters, and amongst others he pre 
and on the 20th of July filed on his behalf, and at his re- 
quest, a petition for the liquidation of his affairs by 
arrangement or composition with his creditors. Under the 
proceedings thus instituted he applied for the appointment 
of a receiver of the estate and effects of the debtor, and 
also obtained an crder restraining thirty-eight creditors from 
proceeding further with their actions, or upon their judg- 
ments and executions, 

The first meeting of creditors under the liquidation 
petition was not held, it being ascertained that the creditors 
desired bankruptcy, and there appearing several other ob- 
stacles to the carrying of the proceedings through, and o» 
the 13th of August the debtor was adjudicated bankropt o@ 
the petition of Messrs, Bradley & Currier, filed on the 6th 
of February, 1880, 

The applicant applied to the taxing master to tax Bis 
costs of the liquidation petitioa, but he desized the diree- 
tions of the court thereon, 

In answer to the application Mr. Kidson, one of the tras- 
tees, made an affidavit in which he stated that the petition 
of Messrs. Bradley & Currier came on to be heard on the 
20th of February, 1880, the 19th of March, and the 9th, 
16th, and 30th of April. On the latter day it was ad- 
jourved sine die, but on the 15th of Jaly an application was 
made for a day to be appointed for the hearing of the peti- 
tion, and the registrar fixed the 30th of July, on which 
and on the 13th of August, it again came on to be heard. 

On the 14th of March, 1880, Messrs. Pochin presented a 
petition against the bankrupt, and after one adjournment 
sine die, the 30th of July was appointed for the ig 

On the 5th of April, 1890, Martin Shepherd & On 
(Limited), presented a petition agaiost the bankrupt, an@ 
after one adjournment sine die, the 30th of Jaly was ap- 
pointed for the hearing. } 

On the 13th of April, 1880, George Gibbens presented 
a petition against the bankrupt, which came on to be 
heard on several occasions, bat on the 2nd of July was 
adjourned baa hap 

A petition for adjudication was also presented against 
the a th by Messrs. Raffety, Thornton, & Co., which 
come on to be heard on several occasions, inclading the 
2od and 30th of Jaly, and on the 13th of August last. 

The act of bankruptcy alleged in each of the petitions 
was non-compliance with the terms of a debtor's sommons 
served by tbe petitioning creditor. No receiver was ever 
appointed under either of the petitions, The applicant, 
according to Mr. Kidson’s statement, acted as the bank- 
rupt’s solicitor in the matter of all the petitions, and was 
from time to time fally cognizant of the position thereof, 
and of the atate of the bankrupt’s affairs, and on the 20th 
of July he was aware that three petitions 
were being actively prosecuted against the bankrapt. The 
appointment of a receiver under the liquidation petition 
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‘was made on the bankrupt’s allegation that he was pos- 
sessed of considerable property, but such was not the fact. 
The receiver never obtained possession of bs f part of the 
benkrapt’s property except his booke, Mr. Kidson 
stated that, from information he had obtained since 
his appointment, he believed that at the time of filing the 
liquidation petition the majority of the creditors of the debtor 
‘were opposed to it, and were desirous that the estate should 
-be wound up in bankruptcy. 

Mr. West, upon cross-examination, stated that when he 
filed the liquidation petition he knew that orders had been 
made upon three petitions for leave to proceed, and that 
executions had been issued against the debtor’s property 
which remained unsatisfied. He heard from his bankruptcy 
clerk that the receiver had been continued under the adjudi- 
cation, but he had no personal knowledge upon the subject. 
He had sent in a bill of costs for £63 against the estate. Since 
he filed the liquidation petition he had heard that the debtor 
had filed a former petition for liquidation, which still re- 
mained unclosed, and under which he had not obtained his 


discharge. 

F. c Willis, in support of the application.—The soli- 
citor is entitled to the costs of the petition for liquidation. 
He was aware, no doubt, that petitions for adjudication 
were pending against the debtor, but, under the circum- 
stances, he was entitled to consider that they would not 
be proceeded with. Moreover, there were thirty-eight 
actions pending agaiast the debtor, and the property required 
protection. 

Mr. Registrar Pepys.—A receiver might have been ap- 
pointed, and the property protected, under one of the peti- 
tions for liquidation. 

Witllis.—The debtor told the solicitor that he had debts 
and assets, and there is no reason why he should be de- 

rived of his costs. If the creditors had been anxious for a 

kruptcy they would have proceeded more rapidly. 

E. C. Willis, as amicus curig, mentioned a case from 
Rochester in which Mr. Registrar Murray had allowed the 
costs under similar circumstances. 

Creed, for the trustees.—There is no authority in s:ipport 
of the present application. The proceedings under the 


petition for liquidation were, from every point of view, 


utterly useless and abortive. Zz parte Sydney (23 W.R. 
205, L. R. 10 Ch. App. 208) shows that, until the former 
liquidation was at an end, the debtor could not enter into any 
new arrangement. The appointment of a receiver was 
unnecessary. The court has clearly a discretion as to the 
costs of the solicitor: rule 292, In Hx parte Jeffery 
(22 W. R. 287, L. R. 9 Ch. 144), Mellish, L.J., said:— 
“ The object of the rule was that solicitors might know 
that if they acted properly they would get their costs of a 
liquidation petition, notwithstanding bankruptcy might 
ensue, and, as far as the words will allow us, we must 
fairly carry into effect the object of the rule.” But that 
was a different case, because there the liquidation petition 
was presented before proceedings in bankruptcy. Under 
this adjudication there are hardly any assets, and the peti- 
tion for liquidation and the appointment of the receiver 
were entirely unnecessary. Fe also cited Ex parte Hopper 
(L. R, 8 Ch. D. 53.) 

F. C. Will's, in reply.—Is the solicitor to suffer for the 
misrepresentation of his client in reference to the amount of 
the assets? He is willing to accept what the court may 
think reasonable for his costs. 

Mr Recistear Peryssaid he thought the petition forliquida- 
tion utterly useless under the circumstances which existed at the 
time. Several petitions for adjudication had been presented 
against the debtor, and, if they had been simply adjourned sine 
die, thecase would have been different, but some of the creditors 
had applied for and obtained appointments for a further 
bearing. Then, and not till then, the debtor put a liquida- 
tion petition on the file. It was competent for the petition- 
ing creditors under the bankruptcy petitions to make an 
application for the appointment of a receiver, but they had 
not done so, and although the bankrupt stated that he had 
assets amounting to £8,000, the actual amount was very 
small. The applicant now asked that he might receive £63 
out of the estate for costs, but as he (the registrar) had a 
discretion uoder rule 292, he must decline to make any 
order, and the application would be refused, 

Solicitors for the applicant, West, Tilson, ¢ Byrne Jones. 

Solicitors for the teustees, Kearsey, Son, & Hawes, 





(Before Mr. Recisrrar Hazuirt, acting as Chief Judge.) 
April 1.—Re Barnett, Moss, & Co. 

After the presentation ofa petition for liquidation, the over- 
seers of the poor of the parlek within saiot ae debtors carried 
on business caused a distress to be levied upon the goods of the 
debtors in respect of one quarter’s poor rates. 

The court ordered the officer to withdraw from 2, 
and restrained further proceedings by the overseers, trustee 
under the liquidation undertakiog to pay the amount of the 
rates within tourteen days. 

This was an application on behalf of the trastee under 
liquidation by arrangement for an injunction to restrain the 
overseers of the poor of the parish of St. Leonard, Shore. 
ditch, from further enforcing a distress warrant issued 
against the goods of the debtors, and for an order to with- 
draw from possession. 

The debtors, Messrs. Barnett, Moss, & Co., presented a 
petition for liquidation on the 17th of January, and at the 
adjourned first meeting, held on the 2nd of March, the 
creditors passed a resolution for liquidation by arrangement, 
and appointed a trustee. On the 17th of March tbe trustee 
received a certificate of his appointment, A few days since 
the overseers of the poor of St. Leonard’s, Shoreditch, 
applied to @ police magistrate for, and obtained a distress 
warrant against, the goods of the debtors in respect of one 
quarter’s r rates, and in pursuance of that warrant a 
levy had been made. The trustee then obtained leave to 
serve short notice of the present application. It was ad- 
mitted by the trustee that, when the estate had been realized, 
there would be sufficient funds for payment of the rates. 

Finlay Knight, in support of the application.—Under 
section 32 of the Bankruptcy Act all parochial or other rates 
due at the date of order of adjudication are payable in 
priority to all other debts. They are, however, proveable 
debts, and under section 12 the respondents have no remedy 
against the person or property of the debtor, except in 
manner directed by the Act. Before the time arrives for 
payment of the rates the respondents levy upon the goods of 
the debtors. This they bave no right to do. 

Mugliston, for the respondents.—The injunction ought 
not to be granted in this case. Under section 13 the court 
has a discretion to allow proceedings, ‘‘ whether in progress 
at the commencement of the bankruptcy or commenced 
during its continuance, to proceed upon such terms as the 
court may think just.” If the respondents do not get these 
rates quarterly they have to make a larger rate upon those 
people who are willing to pay, and this is obviously incon- 
venient to the public, Rule 260 also shows that the court 
has a discretion. The respondents might have sold the 
goods under the distress, and there is nothing to show that 
the estate will be prejudiced by a sale. 

Knight.—To allow a creditor who has a preferential right 
to enforce that right by distress upon the debtor's property 
will be productive of the greatest inconvenience. 

Mr. Recistrar Hazitt said the rates must be paid ; the 
only question was in reference to the time. He thought the 
proper order to make under the circumstances would be to 
direct the officer to withdraw from possession and to restrain 
farther proceedings by the overseers, but the trustee must 
undertake to pay the rates within fourteen days, There 
would be no order as to costs. 





LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY 

Tuesday, April 12.—Mr. Kirk in the chair,—Mr. F, J. 
Manning was elected a member, Mr. A, M. Ellis, LL.B., 
read a paper on “ The tendency of Liberalism to promote an 
unconstitutional theory of the representation of the people.’ 
A discussion followed, in which Messrs. Napier, Fargus, 
W. F. Barry, Bower, Bartlett, Van Sommer, and Reed took 
part. A vote of thanks to Mr. Ellis for his paper terminated 
the proceedings. There will be no meeting of the society 
next Tuesday, the 19th inst., being“Easter Tuesday. 


BIRMINGHAM LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 

A meeting of the above society was held on Tuesday 
last, at the Law Library, Bennett’s-hill, Birmingham, 
W. Evans, Eeq., presiding. After some special ness, 
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the following moot point was discussed :—‘‘ Oaght trial by 
jory in civil causes to be abolished?” The speakers on 
the affirmative were Messrs, Lane, E. C. Rogers, Smith, 
and Platisauer, The speakers on the negative were 
Messrs. Ludlow, Haggins, Ryland, O’Connor, Cochrane, 
Rowlands, and Corbett. At the close of the discussion 
the chairman summed up, and put the question to the 
meeting, when there was a large majority in favour of the 
negative. A vote of thanks to the chairman concladed the 
meeting. 


LIVERPOOL LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 

A meeting of this association was held at the Law 
Library, Liverpool, on Monday, April 4. The chair was 
taken by Mr. F. J. Leslie, After some discussion as to 
altering one of the rales of the society, the following 
gubject was debated:—‘‘ That education in Board: schools 
ought to be confined to elementary subjects.” Mr. 
Hall and Mr. Dawbarn were the opening speakers on 
the affirmative and negative sides. The following members 
took part in the debate:—Messrs. Rathbone, Rennan, 
Mills, Birkett, Pierce, Gair, Crosfield, McKenna, and 
Hannay. The question, when put to the vote, was declared 
equal ; but was decided in the affirmative by the casting 
vote of the chairman. 





OBITUARY. 


MR. SERJEANT BURKE. 


Serjeant Peter Burke died on the 26th ult. The deceased 
was the second son of Mr. Peter Barke, of Elm Hall, 
Tipperary, and he was elder brother of Sir John Barke, the 
well-known antiqaary and genealogist. He was born in1811 
and was educated at Caen College. He was called to the 
bar at the Inner Temple in Trinity Term, 1839, when he 
joined the Northern Circuit and the Lancashire, Man 
chester, and Kirkdale Sessione, and he also practised for 
some years before Parliamentary Committees. He held for 
several years the local rank of Queen’s Counsel for the 
County Palatine uf Lancashire, and in 1860 he was created 
8 serjeant-at-law, bat he had for many years ceased to 
practise. Mr. Burke was the author of several works on 
the Law of Copyright and Patente, and he had also pub- 
lished a Life of Edmund Burke, “Celebrated Trials con- 
nected with the Aristocracy,” and ‘‘The Romance of the 
Foram.” In 1866 he was elected director of the Society 
of Antiquaries for Normandy, being the first Eoglishman 
“pon whom such an hononar had been conferred. 


MR. RICHARD NEWCOMB THOMPSON. 


Mr. Richard Newcomb Thompson, solicitor (the head of 
the firm of Thompsons, Phillips, & Evans), died at Stamford 
onthe 21st ult. Mr. Thompson was the son of Mr. William 
Thompson, solicitor, of Stamford, and was born in 1804. 
He was admitted a solicitor in 1825, and had practised for 
about fifty-five years at Stamford. He was origivally in 

tnership with his father, the firm being afterwards 
ined by Mr. Richard Phillips. More recently he was 
associated with Messra. William and Richard Phillips 
Thompson, with Mr. Joseph Phillips, who is clerk of the 
for the parts of Kesteven, in Lincolnshire, and with 

t. Richard Mills Evans, who is registrar of the Stamford 
County Court, -clerk to the Stamford Board of Guardians, 
Superintendant registrar, and clerk to the borough magis- 
trates, Mr, Thompson was a perpetual commissioner for 
Lincolnshire, Northamptonshire, and Ratlandshire, and 
clerk to the trustees of the Stamford Borough Charities, 
and he bad a very extensive private practice. 


MR. HENRY AVORY, 


Mr. Henry Avory, solicitor, clerk of arraigns at the 
Central Criminal Oourt, died at 26, Ladbroke-gardens, 
Notting-hill, on the 6th inst., after a long illness. Mr. 
Avory was born in 1826, He was admitted a solicitor in 
1857, having been articled to the late Mr. John Clark, 
who was clerk of the peace for the city of London, and 








ceeded. A year or two later, on the death of Mr. 
Marshall Straight, he became clerk of arraigus 
Central Criminal Court and deputy-clerk of assize ¢ 
Home Circuit. He had also an extensive private practi 
having been for several years associated in partnership 
with his son, Mr. Henry Kemp Avory, who was admitted a 
solicitor in 1871. Mr. Avory was well versed in criminal 
law, and he was frequently consulted by the jadges upon 
matters of practice. His health had for a long time been 
failing, and daring several months he had been unable to 
attend to his official duties. Arrangements had been 
recently made to present Mr. Avory with a testimonial, 
which had been liberally supported by many of the 
officials of the Corporation of London, and by members of 
both branches of the profession. 


MR. JOHN WILLIAM WILLCOCK, Q.C. 


Mr. John William Willcock, Q.C., died at Woodside, 
Addlestone, on the 5th inst., in his eighty-first year. Mr. 
Willcock was born in 1800, and was called to the bar at 
the Ioner Temple in Michaelmas Term, 1825. He sab- 
sequently migrated to Lincoln’s-inn, and practised as an 
equity draftsman and conveyancer. In 1851 he received 
a silk gown from Lord Traro, and he was for a long time 
one of the leaders in the court of Vice-Chancellor Wood, 
but he retired from practice about fifteen years ago. Mr. 
Willcock was a bencher of Lincoln’s-inn. 








LEGAL APPOINTMENTS. 


The Dake of BuckineHam has been elected Chairman 
of Quarter Sessions for Buckinghamshire, in succession to 
Lord Cottesloe, resigned. 

Mr. Jonn Hanns, solicitor, of 60, Queen Victoria-street, 
has been appointed a Commissioner to administer Oaths in 
the Supreme Court of Jadicatare. 

Mr. Wiit1am Hamonp Soxty has been elected Deputy- 
Chairman of Quarter Sessions for the St. Albans Division 
of Hertfordshire. 

Sir Joun Bopp Pear has been appointed a Magistrate 
for Devonshire. Sir J. Phear was born in 1825, and was 
formerly fellow of Pembroke College, Cambridge, where he 
graduated as a wrangler in 1847, and he was afterwards 
elected fellow of Clare College. He was called to the bar 
at the Inner Temple in Hilary Term, 1854, and he formerly 
practised on the Norfolk Circuit. He was a judge of the 
High Court at Calcutta from 1866 till 1876, when he was 
appointed Chief Justice of Ceylon. He was knighted in 
1877, and retired on a pension in 1879. 

Mr. Georce Witiram Reape, solicitor, of Congleton, 
has been appointed by the high sheriff of Cheshire (George 
Dixon, Esq., of Astle Hall, Chelford), to be Under-Sheriff 
of that county for the ensuing year. Mr. Reade was ad- 
mitted a solicitor in 1853, and he is clerk of indictments and 
depaty-clerk of assize on the North Wales and Cheater 
Circuit, clerk of indictments for the Cheshire Quarter 
Session, and a justice of the peace for the borough of Con- 
gleton. 

Lord RenpiesHam has been elected one of the Chairmen 
of Quarter Sessions for the Eastern Division of the County 
of Saffolk. 

Mr. Henry Gooprer Turner, solicitor (of the firm of 


| Rayner & Turner), of Manchester, has been appointed a 


Commissoner to administer Oaths in the Supreme Coart 
of Judicature. 

Mr. Atrrep Youne, barrister, has been appointed 
Recorder of the City of Gloucester, in succession to the 
late Mr, Granville Somerset, Q.C. Mr. Young was called 
to the bar at the Inner Temple in Hilary Term, 1858. He 

ractises on the Oxford Cironit and at the Staffordshire 
ions. 


ane 


DISSOLUTION OF PARTNERSHIP. 


Henry Darett Brown and ALEXANDER FREDERICK 
Rooks, solicitors (Brown & Rooke), Westerham, Kent. 








454 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


April 16, 1881. 








April 1. In fature business will be carried on by the said 
Alexander Frederick Rooke under the of Brown & 


Rooke. ( Caatte, Soe 12, 1981.7 
[See eee 


COMPANIES. 


WINDING-UP NOTICES. 
Jomnt Stock ComPanizs. 


Lu«rrep rv CHANoERY. 

Excsayce Bayxine Company, Liurrep.—Creditors are required, 
on or before May 12, to send their names and addresses and the 
ane of their debts or claims to Henry Threlkeld Edwards, 

on st. May 23 at 12 is a for hearing and adjudicating 
upon the debts and claims 

Jounw Martayp Davies anp Company, Lumrep.—The M.R. has 
by an order, dated May 31, appointed Joseph James Bissicks, 
Victoria st, Bristol, Oil Merchant, to be official liquidator. Credi- 
tors are required, on or before May 9, to send names and ad- 
dresses and the particulars of their debts or claims to the above. 
May 16 at 12 is appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the 
debts and claims 

Lucan, Mgpioat, axp Geywenat Srtrorzs, Limirep.—Petition for 
winding up, resented A r 6, directed to be heard before the M.R. 
on Apr 30. ‘arner, Quality ct, Chancery lane, solicitor for the 
petitioners 

New Vicrorra Sart Company, Lowrrep.—Petition for the con- 
tinuance of the voluntary winding up, or failing that, for the 
winding up, presented Apr 6, directed to be heard before Bacon, 
V.C., on Apr 30. Hollams and Co, Mincing lane, solicitors for the 

itioners 

Ossorxse Hiegins axp Company, Liuirep.— Creditors are re- 
quired, on or before May 11, to send their names and addresses 
and the particulars of their debts or claims to Henry Threlkeld 
Edwards, Cannon st. May 18 at 12 is appointed for hearing and 
adjudicating upon the debts and claims 

[ Gazette, Apr. 8.] 


Loxpos AERATED aNpD Mrygean Warres Company, Laimitep.— 
Creditors are required, on or before May 16, to send their names 
and addresses and the particulars of their debts or claims to 
William Aldridge, Basinghall st. May 23 at 12 is appointed for 

and adjudicating upon the debts and claims 

Nogrurizitp Inox snp Trex Company, Limirep.—By an order 
made by Hall, V.C., dated rs od 1, it was ordered that the voluntary 
winding up of the company be continued. Ridsdale and Co, Gray's 
inn sq, solicitors for the petitioners 

Revexve Mrygeat Company, Lruitep.—The M.R. has by an order 
dated Apr 6, appointed Edward Hart, Moorgate st, to be official 
liquidator 

Txox?r’s aoe Hatt Cotrrerres, Liurrev—By an order made 
by Hall, V.C., dated March 31, it was ordered that the collieries be 
wound up. “3a and Co, solicitors for the petitioner 

Tramways Corporation, Liatrep.—Creditors are required, on or 
before May 2, to send their names and = eer ong 
lars of their debts or claims to Francis Thom: no Laren, Daten 
bury. May 10 at 12 is appointed for nesting aot adjudicating 
upon the debts and Claims 

Westerzs Disretct Co-orgrarive Soctety, Limitep.—Petition for 
winding up, presented Apr 8, directed to be heard before Hall, 
VL., on 29. Finch, Borough High st, Southwark, solicitor 


for the petitioner 
[ Gazette, Apr 12.] 
Fatexpty Socterres Dissoiven. 
Usrrantay Curistian Cuvrca Berormerty Socrery, Unitarian 
Church Vestry, Northampton. Apr 6 
{ Gazette, Apr. 8. 


Trve Bertoxs’ Ferenpix Society, White Horse Inn, St Paul’s, 
Bedford. 8 
(Gazette, Apr. 12.] 








toa ofthe Tine Sessions, says the Irish corres- 


R. O'Gorman, eer of one 
SOME Unde ddl ‘the toon oe ee ke that, 
being an innkeeper, he, on the 15th of March, refased 
to receive end entertain Mr. Norris Mr, 
Charles Jobn Smith, and other representatives of the 
Property Defence Association at his hotel, they being able 
and willing to pay for their entertainment. At ba f-past 
six o'clock on the evening metitioned five persons applied 
for and obtained accommodation at the hotel, and at half. 
past ten o'clock Mr. O'Gorman, having been informed that 
ons were representatives of the Property Defence Asso- 
ciation, compelled them to leave the house, which they 
popes Bs previously warned Mr. U’Gorman that they 
him responsible for the consequences of his 
sete. Mr. Rice, the Sessional Crown Prosecutor, was 
usable to produce any authorities showing that the charge 
made was an indictable offence, as all the “Jarveys” re- 
fased to convey his law bodks from the railway station to 
the court-house. Under these circumstances, the magis- 
trates decided to submit the evidence in the onse to the 
Law Adviser for his opioion as to whether an indictable 
AMeuce was disclosed. 





NEW ORDERS. 


VACATION NOTICE. 


There ee Op Seeing te Sent See ee Easter vaca. 
pe All rs which may require to be im 

r promptly heard are to be made to vord Coleridge, 
Chief Justice of Bogland. In any case of great urgency 
brief of counsel is to be sent to the judge by boseanes pet a 
parcel, Hany po accompanied by office copies of the affidavits 
in support of the application, and also by @ minute on a 
separate sheet of paper, signed by counsel, of the order he 
may consider the applicant hegre to, and an envelope 
capable of receiving the papers and addressed as follows :— 
“Chancery official letter. To the a ne in Vacation, 
Chancery Registrars’ Chambers, Royal Courts of Justic 
London, W.C.” On applications for injunctions or writs 0 
ne exeat regno, in addition to the above, there mast also be 
sent the original, writ, or a copy of it, with the indorsements 
thereon, a copy of the etatement of ‘claim, if any, and, if 
the original writ is not seat, a certificate that it has been 
issued. The papers sent to the judge will be returned to 
the registrar. The address of Lord Coleridge, Lord Chief 
Justice of England, who during the Easter vacation will act 
as Vacation Judge in the Chancery Division, can be obtained 
on application at the Chancery Registrars’ Chambers (Room 
136), Royal Courts of Justice. The chambers of Mr. Justice 
Fry will be open on Saturday, April 16, from eleven to one, 
On Good Friday, and oa Monday and. Tuesday in Easter 
week, the said chambers will not be open. 





CREDITORS’ CLAIMS. 


CREDITORS UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
LAST DAY OF PROOF. 
Battzy, Rozszgrt, Nottingham, Broker. Apr 22. Phillips v Bailey, 
M.R. Cranch, Nottingham 
Beriocn, WALTER Trxvetyan, Faulkbourne Hall, Essex, Clerk. 
Apr29. Holland v Bullock, MR. Smith, Craven st, Strand 
Fustoner, Micuart, Kexby, York, Farmer, Apr 26, Mills ¥ 
Fletcher, M.R. Wilkinson, York 
Corermaes Joun, Vauxhall bridge rd, Westminster. Apr 14, Gardner 
v Gardner, V.C. Bacon. Draper, Vincent sq, Westminster 
Harrre.p, J AmEs, Leeds, Gent. May 4, Barnfather v Hatfield, M.R. 
Pullan, Leeds 
Haraway, Roxsert Bryant, Frampton Cotterell, Gloucester, Far- 
mer. Apr 28, Gibbs v Vizard, V.C. Hall. Trenfield, Chipping 


Sodbury 

Jvpex, THomas, Macclesfield, Chester, Innkeeper. May 4. Judge 
v Judge, M.R. Hand, Macclesfield 

Lawrence, Rosert, Waltham St Lawrence, Berks, Builder. Apr 26. 
Chubb v Lawrence, V.C. Bacon, Cave, Bracknell 

Percy, Matraew, Etruria, Stoke upon Trent, Furnace Manager. 
Apr 30. Welsh v Percy, V.C. Hall. Challinor, Hanley 


Waee, Daviy Howe, Henry st, Portland town, St John’s wood, 
Apr het Wilkie v Wilkie, Fry, J eish, Watling st, 


Queen Vi 
[ Gazette, Apr. 1.J 


Eastwoon, Jerrary, Burnley, Lancaster. May 3. Liddell v Binns,. 
M.R. Backhouse and Co, Barnley 
Crxsswein, Many a Farm lane, Fulham. May 16, Cresswell, 
v Cridland, V.C. Wade, Clifford’s inn 
Berea Cuaauzs, sdiieul rd, Kent, Diasiter’ 8 Collector. May 
2. Knight v Viney, M.R. Griffithes, ‘Stapl le im 
Lei1t0o, Jonx, New Cross, Wednesfield, a a pa, Farmer, 
Apr 30, Lello v Lello, Fry,J. Low, Clifford’s inn 
Pow1s, Jou, Pall Mall East, Gent. Apr 29. Powis v Powis, M.R, 
Wainwright, Staple inn 
Goze, Jonn Sopun, Upton, Hereford, Gent. Apr 27. Thackwell 
, V.C. Bacon, Dent, Wolverhampton 
Webtelenne Hxeyry Howmes, Kingston upon Hull, Stockbroker. 
pr 20 Hull A ed Company » Limited v Jackson, M.R, Rus- 


sell, 
[@asette, Apr. 5.] 





CREDITORS UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 25. 
LAST DAY OF CLAIM. 
Bewnert, Eur, Belsize avenue, Harapstoad. Apr 30, Norton and 
Co, Victoria st, Westminster 
Benci, Paturcx, Graham rd, Dalaton, be HM. Customs, May 
12, Carleton-Holmes and Son, Bedford ro 
Regra, Rev. Joun, Bromyard, Hereford, Clork. Apr 80, Thorpe 


N 
Bow, teow Lawnewen, Nottingham, Builder, May 2, Hunt and 
am 


Williams, N. 
Brows, Gxonox, ‘I'weedmouth, Berwick upon Tweed, Carpenter, 


une 1, Wise and Co, Ashborne 
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Dews 
ia Ona Kingston upon Hull, Gent. Apr 16, Thomp- 
BayoxDson Joun paoaese Liverpool, Leather Merchant. May.1. 
cae MAS, 
oes. EpWarD D Cianuzox, Dolev Sidmouth, Devon, M.D. June 
lerson, 
ice Ferevs James, Pau, France, Esq. May 1. Williams and 
ony Heyrx Waurrratt, Newington Butts, 
” Gedge and Co, Old Palace 7a, yd, Westminster 
May 17. Barlow, Wigan 
Kinessury, Witt1am EBENEzER, Walthamstow, Retired 
lesale Newsvendor. May 31. King and Peto, Abchurch lane 
June 1. Williams and Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 
poems, Soonee Hythe, Southampton, Gent. May 21. Hickman 
Southam} 
37. Bennett, Bruton 
Porz, Henry Montacu Rawvatt, Old sq, Lincoln’s inn, Barrister 
<.. Lovisz EvEanor, Southwick st, Hyde pk. May 16, Jull and 
rs, Queen Anne’s gate, Westminster 
nr Bishopstoke 
RovrtepGr, Joun, Bankhead, Cumberland, Yeoman. Apr 11. 
Kivesnortu, Eviza Wenner, Spring House, Lower Merton. May 
16. Rhodes and Son, Chancery lane 
Kyowizs, Apam, Ince, nr Wigan, Lancaster, Brewer. May 17. 
Barlow, Wigan 
Apr 25. Verrall, 
Macury, Jonny, Hinstock, Salop. 
Marriott, Mary, Clifton, Bristol. May 1. Salt and Parnell, Bristol 
Co, John st, Bedford row 
Suir, NatHantet, Dukinfield, Chester, Beerseller. Apr 25. Booth, 
yne 
Tarr, Jamxs, Barton-le-Willows, York, Butcher. 
Malton 
TurnBULL, ANDREW, Seaham Harbour, Durham, Gent, June 1. 


I sete Atenx, Sheaions, York. Apr 30. Chadwick and Sons, 
orris and Son, Liv 
Monmouth, Retired Grocer. June 1. 
heffield 
, Lincoln’s inn fields 
“ Timber Merchant. 
—, , BH Wigan, 
Who! 
useRve, Sir Ricuarp Courtenay, Edenhall, Cumberland, Bart. 
pton 
Parsons, Samvet Newron, Milborne Port, Somerset, Surgeon. May 
at Law. May 13. Barnard and Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Roge: 
Ross, AnvE, Redbridge, Southampton. Apr 26. Ross, Brambridge, 
Saul, Carlisle 
KivewE.t, Saran Any, St David, Exeter. May 3. Savery, Mod- 
Loxp, James, Worthing, Sussex, Surveyor. 
Apr 28. Underhill, Ne rt 
MarsHatt, Marrna, Weybridge, Surrey. Apr 23. Futvoye and 
Ashton-under-L 
Apr 30. Jackson, 
Joel, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 


Vincent, Joszrpn, Chaffcombe, Somerest, Farmer. May 16. 
Clarke and Lukin, Chard Pm 
WAINWRIGHT, ELLEN, Liverpool. May 21. Jonesand Kitchingman, 


oun, Wakefield, York, ont of business, May 2. Mander 

and Son, efiel 

| Witt, Bideford, Devon, Esq. June 1. Webster, 
vi 

Wasr, wd Henry, Thornton Heath, Croydon, Esq. June 1, 

Blachford and Co, College hill, Cannon st 

WILLIaMs, Epwarp, Slough, Bucks. Licensed Victualler, May 1. 

Hubbard, Joint Stock Bk chmbrs, West Smithfield 

Wim11ams, Freperic Wi.tIAM, Retired Grocer. May 30. 

Lindus ne Bicknell, Cheapside 

a: JosEPH, Kingston-upon- Hull, Master Mariner. May 5. 


pson and Co, Hull 
L Gazette, Apr. 1.] 


Apsxzap, Henny Stapteton, Macclesfield, Chester, Iron Merchant. 
May 10. Killmister, Macclesfield 
— Francis, Ermington, Devon. May 3. Savery, Modbury, 


event, Wim, Rochdale. May 1. Worth, Rochdale 
—_ Baages Wu11aM, Liverpool, Merchant. July 30, Forshaw, 
iV 
Baxgr, WiL114M, Failsworth, Lancaster, Butcher. Apr 30. Clay- 
ton, Ashton-under-Lyne 
Brown1NG, Ricwarp, Stoke Seint Gregory, Somerset. May 17. 
are and Compennns, Eaten 
Jouy, 8 soak ur Gaacks, York, Master Mariner. May 10. 
pete and Son, Goole 
ManeGaret, Kimberley, Sheviene West, South Africa, 
May 10. England and Son, Goole 
= James, siveupeol, Car Proprietor. Apr 13. Lynch and 
y, Liverpoo 
CottEns, Ann, Won Luton, Bedford. May 2. Neve, Luton 
xn, Aw Evizaneru, Cooper's row, Licensed Victualler, Apr 28. 
and Co, Theobald’s , Gray’s inn 
onp, WILLIAM CHARLES, Portswood, Southampton, Lieu- 
tenant-Colonel in her Majesty’s Service. June 1, Green and 
ania Southampton 
HAW, Anon THorre, Rochdale, Joiner. May 10, Standing 
and Taylor, Rochdale 
Towarns, James, Exeter, Retired Hat Manufacturer, May 30, 
xeter 
Sewers Epwarp Lorn, St James’ st, Captain lee Royal Dra- 
May 15, Swinburne and Mills, Bedford ro 
on, Wratam, Gt Kocleston, Lancaster, out of Denines, Apr 90. 


WILLIAM, | 7a Maxis, Brighton. May 7. Griffith and Eggar, 
BbeRT, THomas Fuxrcuxer, Swinton, nr Manchester, Gent, May 
v7. Fox, Manchester 

Marta, Moortown, Leods, June 1, Middleton and Sons, 
zassoe Ganwrsi1, Plymouth, Solicitor. May 2. Ourteia, 


N, Eurzawurn, Hartlepool, Durham, Apr 90, Todd and 
m, Hartlepool 





















H , Tames, 5 10. Pope and Co, Col- - 
URNARD, JamEs, Lexden, Essex, Esq. May ‘ope Co, 


Keery, Brizszera, Liverpool. 5. Benet, 3 

soy , Wiis, Berwick “apen't Tweed, Grocer. oe 12 Dun- 

Oupemmza, Joy, b= Grove, nr Chesterfield, Earthenware Man- 

Pacz, ewaap > Pershore, Worcester, Solicitor. Apr 15. 

Pixs, Joun, Navarino rd, Dalston, ae . May. Morley 
and Shirreff, Palmerston Broad st 


RepHEAD, THOMAS WAneryer, Bolton, Lancaster, Innkeeper. Apr 
30, Brown and Hinnel, Bolton 7 ° 
Rewrx, Marx, York, Game Dealer. May 2. Cobb, York 
Ricg, Jawzs, King’s Norton, Worcester, Farmer. May iL. 


= daa eek Manley pl, Kennington pk. June 1. Tilleard and 

0, ewry 

Scurestverr, Max, Russell sq, M.D. May 14. Emanuel and 
Simmonds, "Finsbury circus 

Swirt, Haury, Holmthorpe, Redhill, Surrey. May 14. Sweetland,. 

beg ~ Tangent Clapham rd, Gent. May 16. Walker, Norfolk 
st, Stran 

Watkins, Troms, Llandavi, Kilgeddin, Monmouth, Gent. Jane 20. 

Wares Os seen’ iitien, Bristol, Ins -General of Hospitals. 
HYTE, CHARLES, r- 

whee, Rebate, Ta caiagun, aap 90 
ILLIAMS, CHARLOTTE. rooksby st, yton 
and Jaques, Ely pl, Holborn 

| Gazette, Apr. 5.] 


Axzruver, Dantet, Bishopsworth, Somerset, Gent. May 20. New 
man and Co, Yeovil 

— =n Win.1i.m, Liverpool, Merchant, July 30. Forshaw, 

verpoo 

Benineton, Henry Groree, Lee, Kert, Esq. May 14. Cobbold and 
Woolley, Chancery Jane 

Bonn, ExizapetaH Saran, Jeffry’s st, Camden Town. June 1. 
Matthews and Wells, be go bldgs, Chancery lane 

Brewster, James, Gipsey hill, Norwood, Esq. July 1. Cele and 
Son, Church ct, Clement’s lane 

BripGkHovuse, THomas, Over Darwen, Lancaster, Mason. Apr 25. 
Costeker, Over Darwen 

CaPELL, emcee sen, Floore, Northampton, Farmer. Apr 27. 

Roc 


he, 
Cooxs, Tomas, Liverpool rd, Licensed Victualler. May 11. 
Fisher, Essex st, Strand 
a Jamus, Yeovil, Somerset, Gent. May 12. Bollen, 


eo 

Crosstzy, THomas, Heckmondwike, York, Tailor. Apr 20. Dean 
and Son, Batley 

Daviss, "Weanaae Epuvunp, Brighton, Gent. June 1. Clarke and 
Co, Ship st, Brighton 

Dickinson, Wriutam Henry, Tonbridge ae Kent, Clerk in 
H.M.’s Customs. May 21. Bogue, Chancery lane 

DsnineG, Cuarves, Chard, Somerset, lronfounder. May 28. Canning 
and Kyrke, Chard 

Drewett, Jans, Clifton, Bristol. May 2. Gwyer, Bristol 

Epwarps, Ricmarp, Osborne terrace, Clapham road, Gent. May 
31. Fell, Aylesbury 

ELuIs, Loursa Hx aton, Harley st, Cavendish sq. May 1S. Baileys 

eee i St Alban’s rd, Kensington, Esq. June, Hedges 

ORE, ALFRED, St 8 une 

and Brandreth, Red Lion sq 

Henpexson, Petar Linpsay, Woodfied, Hendon, Steamship Owner. 
May 28. Aston, Lombard st 

a, AxtTHtR Quixano, Manchester, Merchant. June 13, 


ale and Co, Manchester 
Hoventoy, Sopuia, Liverpool. May 4. Burton and Coleman, . 


Newey, . 


Live 

Hunt, Aticr, Waterside, Eccleshill, Lancaster. Apr 30. Costeker, . 
Over Darwen 

Kive, —= Kennison rd, Lambeth, Retired Cab Proprietor, 
May 9. Edmonds, Brixton ton ra 

Lams, Wittram, Brisco, nr Carlisle, Cumberland, Yeoman. June4.’. 
Hough, Carlisle 

Lancastsa, Rev, Tomas Brews, Clifton, Bristol, Clerk. May 20. 


Woodand Co, Raymond bk Gray’s inn 

Lonestarr, Rorert, Mendel, Deen MarketGardener. Apr3d. 
Waistell, Darlington 

McKnaiy. ALEXANDER, Broughton, West Derby, Lancaster, Mer. . 
chant. Junel, Thom m, York 

Mossman, Wruutam, Southwark pk rd, Traveller. Apr 3a, Chap. 
man, London wall 

Natpgr, Wiiuram, Sanford pl, Stoke Newington common, Gent: 
May 8. Kearsey and Co, Old Jewry 

POSTLETHWAITE, GRorer, Oakleigh, East Grinstead, Sussex, Esq. 
May 31. Hasties, East "Grinstead 

— maggie Chardstock, Dorset, Yeoman, May 28, Caaning 
anc 

———, Cuantes Henry, Clarence ni, Kentish Town, Gent, 
June 1, and Wells, Southampton bldgs, Chaneery lane 

Suaw, Josxva, Shelf, York, Sig ~~ yl. Stansfeld, 

anes Joszru, Mil Stoke | omen Gent. May 31. 
Billinghurst and Wood, eae 

Syxatu, Lypra Nanxrre, Ge ‘Oumberiand pl, Hyde pk. May 1. 
Rooks and Co, King st, Cheapside 

Vurtus, _——— Sosa Harcombe ni, Stoke Newington, 
May 20, Walker and Co, Southampton st, Bloomsbury 

Vinck, Joun Srearton, Bridgnorth, Salop, Hotel Proprietor, Apr 
30, Gordon and Nicholls, 

Want, Rev. Wientye Rous, Powich, Worcester, Clerk. May 1¢, 

z Barneby, Worcester one 
OUNGHUSRAND, OswaLp, Weymouth, Dorset, Engineer. May 

end Gartwright, Lothbury 


Ww RB 
" [@asette, Apr. 8) 
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LEGISLATION OF THE WEEK, 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
APRIL 7.—BILLS READ A SECOND TIME. 

Private, Bints.—Westgate and Birchington Gas, Great 
Eastern and Hast Norfolk Railway Companies, Richmond 
Gas, Swindon and Cheltenham Extension Railway. 

: BILL IN COMMITTEE, 

Army Discipline and Regulation. 

BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 

Parvate Birits.—Boston Dock, Carmarthen and Cardigan 
Railway, Liverpool City Police Superannuation. 

APRIL 8.—~ROYAL ASSENT. 

The Royal Assent was given by Commission to the 
following Bills :—Army Discipline and Regulation, Local 
Government Board ([reland) Provisional Orders Confirma- 
tion (Clonakilty, &c.), Tuckton Bridge, Lydd Railway, 
Australian Agricultural Company, Hancock's Patent, 
Hilton, Southwick, and Monkwearmouth Railway, Man- 
chester, Sheffield, and Lincolnshire Railway, Colonial 
Company (Limited), Caledonian Railway (Guaranteed 
Annuities Stock, No. 2), Ramsey and Somersham Junction 
Railway, Cleveland Mineral Railway, and Liverpool City 
Police Superannuation. 


BILLS READ A SECOND TIME. 
Private Bitis.—Fylde Water, Hexham Gas, Dadley 


Gas. 
BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 
Private Bitts.—North and South Woolwich Subway, 
‘Sevenoaks Gas. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
APRIL 7.—BILL READ A SECOND TIME. 

Rivers Conservancy aud Floods Prevention. 

BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 

Private Britts.—Beverley Water, Birkenhead Corpora- 
tion (Gas and Water), Ipswich Tramways, Southport and 
<heshire Lines Extension Railway. 

APRIL 8.—BILLS READ A SECOND TIME. 

Salmon and Fresh Water Fisheries, Inland Revenue 


Buildings. 
BILLS IN COMMITTEE. 

Private Bitts.—Swansea Corporation Loans, Lancashire 

County Justices. 
BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 

Private Briris.—Bradford Water and Improvement, 

Brading Harbour, Elham Valley Light Railway. 
: BILL READ A FIRST TIME. 
Bill to amend the Law of Bankraptey (Mr. Chamberlain). 








COURT PAPERS. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 
Rota or REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


Co 
Date. po ted 
Wednesday,Apl 20Mr. Clowes 
Thureday .... 21 Koe 
Friday.....+.. 22 Clowes 
Satarday...... 23 Koe 

Mr. Justica Mr. Justice 


V. 0. Hatt. p oe wy 


Wednesday,Apl 20Mr. Merivale Mr. Ward Mr. Leach 
Thursday .... 21 King Pemberton Latham 
Friday ...0..+. 22 Merivale Ward Leach 
Saturday...... 23 King Pemberton Latham 


Master or Tue 
Rois. ¥.0. 


Mr. Cobby 
Jaci 
Cobby 


Bacon, 


Mr. Farrer 
Teesdale 
Farrer 


Jackson Teesdale 


QUEEN'S BENCH DIVISION. 
LONDON.—HILARY SITTING, 1881. 
(Continued from page 439.) 
202 — (Lanfear and 8) v Newby (Harper, Band B) without 
(Same) v South Eastern y Ae (W RB Stevens) 


204 The New London and Brazilian limd (Bischoff, B B and 


Co) v Sir George Elliott (Baxters Co) Comm SJ 





205 Bucknall (Waltons, B and W) v Montgomery, Mather Pe 
(illo a ont C) SJ ) —e 
206 arin mata &c (Murray, H and 8) v Davies (Darley ang 


207 Rowney (Wild, B and W) v Bennett and Co (P W Nazer) 
208 Poole (T W Rogers) v Wilson (Nash and ¥) 
209 — (C F B Birchall) v Great Eastern Ry Co (C A Curwood) 


210 Gray, Barrow and Co (W Beck) v Maris (Storey and C) 

211 Gibson and Co (Hollams, Son and C) v Morgan, Connor and 
Glyde (Bridges, 8, H and Co) SJ 

212 Peal (Nash and F) v Smith (Tibbits and Bon) 

213 Hildesheimer (Goldberg and L) v Coleman (Wilson B and () §J 

214 'Tickell (Lyne and Hp v Foster (Field, R and Co) 

215 Cockerill aad Wife (R Bridger) v North Metropolitan Tram (Co 


(H C Godfray) § 
216 Collins (Same) v London General Omnibus Co (Harries, W and 


R) SJ 

217 Collingwood (W B Forbes) v Montagu (In Person) 

218 Baring (Markby, S and Co) v Drummond (Hollams, Son and 

219 London and org 4 Bkg Co ld (Harries, W and R) vB 
(Beaumont and W) SJ 

220 Marshall (R C Hanrott) v London, Brighton &c, Ry Co (Norton, 
R and Co) by Judge and Assessors 

221 Ben) an - (Marson and D) v Holroyd and ors (Torr and 
Co) staye 

222 pis oe anr (F W and H Hilbery) vy Hammond (Waltons, 


B an 

223 Tweddell and anr (F W and H Hilbery) v Cooper, Hall and Co 
(Lowless and Co) 

224 Murley (J Scoles) v Emms (A Lewis) 

225 Ware (D E Langham) v Robins (Nye and G) 

226 McAnally and anr (Morley and 8) v Penrice (G@ L Wingate) §J 

227 Braumauller (Goldberg and L) v Baxter and Co (Houlders) 

228 Bird (Freeman and B) v Bosdet, Forman and Co (Baker and N) 
Commission 

229 Willets (Farnfields) v Hemmings (Keene, M and B) 

230 Betteley v (S Betteley and Co) v Loaring and anr (E W ei 

231 a pes — &c (Travers, Smith and B) v Grieves (i 

ickens 

232 Abrahams (Stopher and R) v Brewer (E M Chubb) 

233 Holland (H C Gosnell) v Oldham and ors (Ashley, Tee and be 

234 Holborn and ors (Ellis and Crossfield) v Jones (Yewdall 


Son) 
235 W Barterand Co (Roberts and B) v Dubeux (Wilson and Son) 


SJ 

236 Webb and anr (Tatham, O and N) v The North Western Ry of 
Monte Video Co limd (Morgan and H) 

237 Yaw et Co (Stokes, S and 8) v Barrington (Botterell and 


238 Foster (Champion, R and P) v Passman (H Tyrrell) consolid- 
ated with 407 

239 Cleary and Co (W Tanner) v Myatt (Hunters, G and H) 

240 Hamlyn (Lumley and L) v Price (Argles and A) 

241 Prosser (Morgan and G) v Eversden (Young and Sons) 

242 Fuller (J J Hubbard and Son) v Gosnell (‘Tatham and P) 

243 London and 8 Western Bank limd (Same) v Bailey Wilson and 
Dickie (J Hayward) 

244 Marks (G J Nutt and Co) v Adams Bros (Podmore and H) 

245 Ollier (Hunter and D) v Cramer (Brandons) 

246 Chapman (A Armstrong) v Hayes (A SH J son) 

247 Brightman (W Ley) v Minney (J E Fox and Co 

248 Cooke and Co (H Kimber and Co) v Lawrence and Levick 
(Munns and L) 

249 Williams (Pritchard and Sons) v Philip Levi and Co (Harper B 


and B) 

250 Money (G P Pritchard and M) v Rosenthal and ors (G 
Mcvonnal) 

251 Etheridge (C Fitch) v Horrex (C P Pritchard and M) 

252 Smith (H S Smith) v Wyer and anr (A J Bristow; Venn and 

253 Benecke, Souchay and Co (Druce, Sons and J) v Sotiriades 
Leask (Plews and Co; Markby S an¢ Co) SJ 

254 Stephenson Clarke and Co (Wilkins B and F) v Richards Power 
and Co Epo Band G) SJ 

255 Johnson (J and R Gole) v Gay (Cattarns, J and H) 

256 Cook (Thomson, Son and Bb) v Luke (Neish and H) 8J 

257 Cattlin (‘T M Cattlin) v Hurt (M he ad 

258 Seguin (Champion, R and P) v Mills (T Durant) 

259 Habershon (King and McM) v Gadsdun (Buchanan and R) 

260 Dobson (J C Peard) v Scott and Co and ors (J Scoles) 

261 —— and anr (F W and H Hilbery) v Brett and ors (A 


est) 
262 Eldridge and Long (W E Teather) v Hope and Sons (Murray, 
Hutchins andS) 8J 
263 Haines (F Clift) v oe and C) 
264 Hogan (F W and H Hilbery) v Nourse Sey | 
265 Hogan and Wife (F CO Sydney) v Houghton (Faithfull and 0) 
266 Edwards (Pyke and M) v Whillier (Helder, R and G) 
267 Edmonds (EK Doyle and Sons) v Williams (A E Williams and G) 


8J 

268 Kew (Howard and Co) v Bailey (Lewis and L) 

269 Simson (Druce, Sons and J) v Moon, Bower and Co (Hollams, 
SonandC) 8J 

270 Ba) —_ and Crossfield) v Dover Harbour Board (Bower 
an 

271 Davenport (Pyke and M) v More (Emmet and Son) SJ 

272 Dickson (R Bridger) v Hiscock (H T Roberts) 

273 Davis and Son (‘Thomson, Son and#) v D’Humy (W H Smith) 

274 Barrow (H Montagu) v Cohen (8 Toppin) 

275 Lamberg and Co (Hollams, Son and C) v Huntley, Berner and 
Co (Shum, © and P) I : 

276 Clarke (F Eastwood) v Moore and Wife (W L O'Neill) 

277 Cattley, Gridley and Co (Stibbard, @ and Co).v Selmes an 
Jackson (Sole, Tand K) SJ 

278 Black (W B Harte) v Townshend and Co (Byrne and L) 

279 Elman (Same) v Cox (G Reader) 

280 Green (Same) v London and 8 W Ry Co (M H Hall) 

281 Raphael (Same) v Link (E P p tales § 
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s@ Catchpole (8 Chapman) v Cowdry (H Wickens) 
9 Omplin admix, &c (Travers, Smith and B) v Jacobs (C J 


4 King (Argles and A) v Morris (Pyke and M) without a Jury 

Barnes Cattarns, J and H) v E J Reeves and Co (Hollams, Son 
and ) SJ to be tried with 185 

 Tietjen (Clarke, R and C) v North Met Tram Co (H C Godfray) 


gf Dixon (Davidson and M) v Shaw (Elmslie and se | 

8 oped = Wife (Blachford, R and W) v Peskett and Wife 
iG Castle 

9 Bony at R Bailey) v Plant and anr (Tibbitts and Son; Coburn 
an 

0 Mills (H r, B and B) v Richard Green Permanent Building 
Society (Brighten, P and N) 

my eo R and C) v Williams and anr (Smith, Davies 
and Co 

2 De Morel (Drake, Son and P) v Walker (M Abrahams and Co) 

9 Psara and Co (Hollams, Son and C) v E J Hough and Co (Lyne 





and H) 8. 

94 WA Scott and Co (W A Crump and Son) v H J Enthoven and 
J Hall and Co (Markby, 8 and Co; Wrightand P) 8J 

% Overbeck (Same) v Overbeck (Murray, Hand Co) SJ 

996 Watson (Wild, B and W) v Lord Dorchester (Lumley and L) 

97 Mongredien, Ellerby and Co (F Bradley) v J and W Goffey 
(Brook and C) 

8 Hart and anr (A D Michael) v Brewer and Co (E M Uhubb) 

99 Erwin (Nash and F) v oe and anr (J C Rutter and Son) 

00 piety) (Robinson, Son and E) v Mc Dougall and ors (G Cord- 
we 

@ Eastern Agency, limd (Simpson and, C) v Holdsworth and Co 
(Prior, B, C and A) 

92 Still (Munns and L) v a ee Son and P) 

8 og Oneal Bk, ld (Twisden and P) v Coleman (W 

oon 

4 Boughiy (J F Watson) v Fairhead and anr (W H Sturt) 

%5 Bartlett (T D Pettiver) v Eyre (Bircham and Co) 

%6 Witty and Wyatt and N Griffith, Tate and Co (W A Crump and 
Son) v J H Austin and Co (Paines and Co) SJ 

7 Raffalovich and ors (Stokes, S and 8) v Wilson and ors (W A 
Crump and Son) 8J 

08 7" gan (F W and H Hilbery) v Hutchinson and Co (Evans and 


99 Graves ‘Stokes, S and S) v Griffith (Cunliffe, B and D) 
10 Thol (Plews, I and H) v Henderson (Hollams, Son and C) SJ 
i — (Simpson and C) v Bosdet, Forman and Co (Baker and 


) 
$12 Brown, Shipley and Co (Paines, L and B) v Back and Mansen 
(Frere, FandF) SJ 
913 Eccius (‘Tucker and L) v Copelin (T Sismey) 
314 Dear (Harper, B and B) v Firth (H W Ryland) 
415 Hough (Patey and W) v Wallis (Denton, H and F) 
416 Carre (J Lott) y Blenkinsop (Lewis and L) 8J 
317 Oyler (T Boulton) v Ball (C ae | 
$18 Pontifex and Wood (Plunkett and L) v Francis and Co (C 


Parke) 

419 Naylor (G M Clements) v Maryport Hematite Iron Co (Gregory, 
RandCo) SJ 

$0 Peat (Van Sandau and C) v Jones (Clapham and F) SJ 

#21 Humphry (Sandilands, H and A) v Samuel and anr (A Rosen- 

thal ; Peace and Co) 

$22 Howlett (G M Wetherfield) v Garnbam (F Clift) 

$3 A Field and Co (Field R, and Co) v Townshend Wood and Co 
(Haconand T) SJ 

$%4 Esteban (Kearsey, Son and H) v Ceaninghos (Lowless and Co) 

%5 Pile (A D Michael) v Blumer (Bell, B and G) 

326 ao png a Kath Dock Co (W M Hacon) v Holliwell (W 

icks 

#7 Davis and Thomas (Cowdell G and B) v R and A Stewart 
(Kearsey and Co) Comm SJ 

8% Sladden (Speechly, M and L) v Noyes (E Moore) SJ 

90 Dewing and Hart (Carr, Son and G) v Clementson (A 8 H 


Jones) 
$80 Dressel (W Eley) v Seifert (Goldberg and Co) 
$31 Bremner (Lewis Davis) v Argent (Lovett and Co) 
%2 Kenyon and Sons (Kearsey, Son and H) v Ernsthausen and 
Oesterley (Hollams, SonandC) SJ 
$33 Hatch (Yewdall and Son) v Mc Manus (Hamlin and G) 
$4 Beldam and anr (Barlee, B and C) v Lawlor and anr (H Laxton) 
$35 Ollier (Hunter and D) v Shoolbred and Co (G H Barber) 
86 Harris (Gregory, R and Co) v Waring v= and Co) SJ 
87 Wood (H A Lovett and Co) v Palmer (W Rawlins) 
$8 Simpson (Carr, Son and T) v Rees (Hepburn, Son and C) 
389 London Steam Ship Owners Mutual Insce Association, ld (Lewis 
and Watson) v Preston (M Abrahams and Co) 
40 The Mares, &c, of London (T J Nelson) v Smith (T O Dear) 
$41 Same (Same) v, Croaker and ors (In Person) 
32 James (Spyer and Son) v Sheldon (Phelps, S and B) SJ 
483 Vyseand Co and anr (Phelps, S and B) v Batley and Co (Baylis 


and P) 
#44 Belaieff (Chappell, Son and G) v Arbuthust (Waltons, B and W) 


Same) v Budgett (Same) SJ 
Same) v Burr (Same) SJ 
Same) v Scott (Same) SJ 

v Cooke (Same) 8J 
v Dixon (Same) SJ 


v Pitman (Same) SJ 
oe pe aaa W) 8J 


Same) 
Same 


Same) v Harris ( 


Jame 
v Dufour (Same) SJ 
Same) v Valentine (Same) SJ 
fame (Same) v Collins (Same) 8. 
Jame (Same) v Bawtree (Same) SJ 
) v Fenning (Same) SJ 





360 Mercier (M Abrahams and Co) v Pritchard (W E Teather) 
without jury 


361 Ibbetson a ony and H) v Lewis (H J Jennings) 

a 5 panne, v Hill and Giles (Duncan, 
arren an 

363 Einerson (Plews, I and H) v Pothonier and Co (Mercer and M) 


Comm 
364 Redford anect Wife (Houghtons and B) v London Tram Co, limd 
aco 


(JOS 
365 Warrington (A R Barough) v Cassels (Waltons, B and W) 

366 Head (H B ke) v Willey (Layton and J) without jury 

367 Secker Son) v Ragosine and Ragosine and Co- 


(Piesse and 
(Merriman, PandM) SJ 
368 Thorpe (F W Mount) v Great Eastern Ry Co (C A Curwood) SJ_ - 
369 Ss Harper, B and B) v Hood and anr (Ashurst, M C and” 
0) 
370 Adamson and anr (H C Coote) v Adams (Ingledew andI) SJ 
371 J H Schroder and Co (Hollams, Son and C) v A Norrington and 
Co (Nicol, Son and J) .Comm SJ 
372 Bates (J ES King) v Burrell (E Burrell) 
$73 Pullin (Same) v Holden (Baker, B and H) 
(Zo be continued.) 





The Albany Law Journal contains a paper read at » 
convention of shorthand writers on ‘* The Witness-box and- 
its Ocoupants,” from which we take the following :—“The 
many men and women whom, when in the witness-box, 
we, as stenographers, official and extra-official, encounter 
professionally, it seems to me may all be grouped under the- 
three heads of (1) Good, (2) Indifferent, and (3) Bad. Asa. 
rule, expert wit physicians, chemists, microscopists, . 
&o., are, in my opinion, the best. The good quality of this 
class of witnesses lies in the fact that they generally know 
what they are going to say, and say it in the best manner 
without ‘backing and filling’; and if at all experienced 
‘in the ways that are dark,’ and the questions that are 
vain, of the opposing counsel, they escape being tangled up 
on cross-examination, Being, as a rule, well-educated ; 
men, they express themselves in good language, and in 
their testimony we meet with the least number of those 
debatable sentences, where a comma will make sense one 
way, no comma will cause it to differ entirely, and a semi- 
colon will introduce a third startling variation. But we 
do not always hear the most striking eccentricities of ex-- 
pression coming from the witness-box. A distinguished 
statesman from this district, once, when irritated by 
repeated interruptions, addressed the court in this wise : 
‘Your Honour, be | in order? If I be, I'll go on.”” 
Among the indifferent witnesses are those who cannot be 
made to understand, even by the combined efforts of court 
and counsel, that, there being a time for all thi an 
opportunity will be afforded for their release, if possible, 
from all the contradictions in which a direct answer 
may seem at the time to involve them, but who persist in 
stopping to administer to the jury an antidote for every 
drop of poison. Of this class is the cautious man, who 
seldom commits himself, and who is bound that none- 
of them ’ere lawyers shall come any game on him. I 
remember, while reporting an arson case in Vermont, a wit- 
ness was testifying as to an incendiary fire which he found 
burning on the hearth in one of the rooms of the 
house. He was describing what the burning mass. 
seemed to be composed of, when the presidiog judge 
inte with the suggestion that he probably meant 
combustible material. But the wily Green Mountaio 
boy avoided the pit-fall by remarking, ‘ Wal, I duono as 
I ever heerd ’o wood bustin’,’ while the learned judge 
leaned back and seemed to meditate on the dangers attend. 
ing the use of big dictionary words. Coming to the last 
class, the bad witness (again speaking in a stenographic 
sense), but little need be said. You all knowhim, He is. 
ubiquitous. He it is, who, fresh from Fatherland, rejoicing 
in the possession of two dozen words of English, essays to 
give an account of an assault and battery occurring next 
door, and as he warms up over his theme, he pieces out the 
incomplete sentences with German, aided by graphic gesti-. 
culation, and at the conclusion of his narrative perchance 
the court says, ‘I didn’t fully understand his story. Mr.. 
Stenographer, won’t you just read it?’ Something de- 
serves to be said of the irate female witness who 





pours. 
forth her wrongs in a torrent of thunder, lightning, and 
wind, that at its conclusion leaves the unfortunate 
shorthandist a total wreck, with a very vague remembrance- 
of anything she said, except a reverberation in his ears of 








Deine fae) we lie (Same) SJ 
Coulson FW deans) ¥ North Met Tram Co (HC Godfray) SJ 


‘Says I—says she—says I—says she.’” 
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BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 
muns.—-Apel 10, at 5, Lorton-terrace, W., the © 
se wife of Chubb, barrister-at-law, of a er. 
srockes—Aprl 6, at St. Margaret's, the wife of ter | 
Stocken, solicitor, of a denghter. 


MARRIAGE. 
py Som re 11, at St. Austell, 
Lincoln’ s- 


Negus, of and Olney, Buoke, solicitor, to. 

" @0 to; 
ae’ daughter of the late Robert Ewings, of Antwerp, Bel 
m, 





LONDON GAZETTES. 


Bankrupts. 
Frrpay, April 8, 1881. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
Edwards, George Rome Newgate st, Auctioneer. Pet Apr 6. 
ham. Apr 26 at 11.30 
Gi Edie Leyte, Raabe, Deiter Pet Mar30. Brougham. 
Apr 26 ‘at Il 
Ji alae ony yong L. Leclerc, Jewin crescent, Costume Manu- 
facturers. 7. Hazlitt. Apr 26 at 12 
ro William on Wins Se pegs rd, Rotherhithe, Chemist. Pet 
4 
sects Pica ee fe OOM a, 
Han ewort! or! olicitor. 
Apr6. Tweedale. Oldham, Apr 21 at 11 
C., Ashford, Kent. Pet Mar 4. Furley. Can- 


22 at 2.30 
Nottin, gham, 5 oe of business, Pet Apr 6. 


Pet 


Colo’ x4. Cooper. Liverpool, Apr 20 at 12.30 
Wilcoek, John, Bradf Manchester, Grocer. Pet Apr 4. Lister. 
Manchester, May 2 at 12 
Winder, Marshall (and not Hinder, as same oy + a in Gazette 
of 1st inst), aoe Boot Manufacturer. Pet Mar 30. Marshall. 
Leeds, Apr 20 
TvEspayx, April 12, 1881. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must ware their sels: popes of debts to the Registrar. 
er in London. 
McGrath, Michael, nico rd, Metal Dealer. Pet Apr7. Hazlitt. 
Apr 27 at 
. Surrender in the Country. 
Buffham, Reuben, Spalding, Lincoln. Pet Apr9. Gaches. 
borough, Apr 23 at 1 
Maxwell, William George, Peterborough, Sem Auctioneer. 
Pet Apr 7. Gaches. Poterbouongh. Apr 25 at 1 
Morton, George, Eckington, Derby, Farmer. Pet Apr 7. Wake. 
Chesterfield, Apr 29 at 11 
— oaree, jun, Earley, near he Horse Dealer, Pet Apr 
9. Reading, Apr 26 at 2. 
soskaion Thomas, vo, Hertford, Baker. Pet Mar 28, 
Pet Mar 22, 


Peter- 


Cooke. Luton, Apr 21 at 11.3¢ 
Walton, William, Chipping emi Oxford, Tailor. 
Bishop. Oxford, Apr 23 at 12 
White, ohn, Liverpool, Estate Agent. 
pool, Apr 25 at 12 
Wild, Frederick, Oldham, Lancaster, 
Tweedale. Oldham, Apr 25 at 11 
BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Fray, April 8, 1881. 
Shore, Offley Bohun, Queen Ann’s gate, Gaterian, Apr 6 
Tvespay, April 12, 188 
a Edward Paul, Jeffrey’s sq, St ay Axe, Merchant. 
prs 


Liquidations by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF enews. 
Fripayx, April 8, 188: 

Allden, Henry. Lewisham, Kent, Vilman. April 20 a 3 at offices 

of Foreman and Co, Gresham st. Frost, Leadenhall 
gee net Des Cartes, Swansea, Licensed Victualler. Apr 20 at 
King’s Arms Hotel, High street, Swansea. Sims, Neath 
Arthur, Benjamin, Lianell Carmarthen, Licensed Victualler. 

Apr 16 at 12 at offices “ organ, Wind st, Swansea 
Artus, Luis Franciseo, Arragon road, Twickenhatn, out of busi- 
a Apr 20-at 3 at offices of Gardiner, Clement’s, 's.lane, Lom- 


st 
Ashwell, Edwin, and Henry Ashwell, Little Britain, Costume Manu- 
factarers. Apr 21 at 2 at 145, Cheapside. Barnard aud Co, Lincoln’s 


yoy lizaketh, New Wakefield, Dewsbury, Grocer, 
Tao at 9 at the Wellington Hotel, Dewsbury, Clough, Cleck- 


James, Kingston-on-Thames, Civil Fn nar 
niles 11,30 ot offices of Wilkinson and Howlett, Be: ford st, one 


Vein Youeph Anthony Apr Py oy Tl at con 
em Lime st, Liverpool. 
Blakeborough, John William, Leeds, Bootmaker, Apr 21 at 3:ntoffice 
of Pallan, Albion st, Leeds 


Liver- 
ter, Cotton Spinner. Pet Apr 7. 


Pet Apr7. Cooper. 


near Risca, Monmonth 
ces of Parker, Commercial 


Grocer. 22 at 11 at the 
Pak aad adenenit 


i. '- 


} Brown, Eli, en 
Ashmaill,. 


: Brown, Washington Hamilton, and Arthur W: 
Brewers. 


| Bryan, 





‘Bourne, Thomas, rd, Railway Clerk. 120: 
| ab = Wharton, as we ; 


it Peter Mo’ Norwich, Pork B 


SD at If at offices of Badd and , Theatre st, Norwii 
| ge eeneee Grocer. bi at 2 at offices of 1 
Son, Bank st, Lincoln 
Brook, Broker. April 21 at3 ato 


Thomas Alma, Leeds, Stock 
of Ford and Warren, Albion st, Leeds 
, Labourer. Apr 16:at.11 at officesnt 


B Robert, Halts a berland, Printe Apr 2hats 

rown, whistle, Northumberlan rr. 
at offices of Carrick and Co, Haltwhistle 

Brown, Thomas, Newborough, Stafford, Brick Manufacturer. Ap 
21 at 12.30 at offices of Cooper and ae Migh sti, a 


‘Apr26 an 11 at offices of Tribe and Co, Templo-at, Swan 
sea, Stricks and ~~ oii ical me 
Madeley, % at 
and Co, New st, Oe amet a8 e 


Miteeton, ‘Gloucester, Farmer. Apr 25at oatOne 
g Norton. Wilkins, shipping Norton 
pavecien omas, Grinstead, Sussex, Wheelwright. Apr 2 
at 3 at offices of Pearless and Beeching, Tunbridge Wells 
Burch, William, Blundell st, Caledonian rd, Coachbuilder. Apr % 
at 2 2 aa offices of Mackreth, New Broad st 
~~ Frederick, Wroughton, Wilts, Licensed Victualler. Apr 26 at 
1 at offices of , Albion bldgs, New Swindon 
Byrnes, ees Park walk, Fulham rd, Plumber. Apr 21 at Iba 
offices of Coxwell, Martin’s lane, Cannon st 
Chivers, George, and Joseph Harris, jun, Priory Timber Yards, 
Kilbi Merchants. Apr 28 at 1 at Masons’ hall Tavern, 
pone avenue, Coleman st. Ashley and Son, Frederick pl, Old 


Ciagten, Robert, Huddersfield, out of business. Apr 19 at J1 at office 
of hays and Whitley, New st, Huddersfield 

Clegg, Albert, le, ‘Lancaster, Spirit Merchant. Apr 21 at3 
at offices of Molesworth, Central chambers, the Walk, Roch 


Coates, —— Michael, Walsall, Stafford, Confectioner. Apr 22:at Il 
at offices of Wilkinson and Co, Bridge st, Walsall 
Coe Se Burslem, ates. * maa Apr 20 at 11 at offices 
Bennett, Piccadilly bldgs, Ha 
coamen William Weatherby. Gaarious st, Portman sq, Agent. Apr® 
ee ee Cheapside 
Coote, Frederic, Barrington, Cambridge, Machinist. Apr 2] atl 
at offices of Wayman, Silver st, Cambridge 
wr Joseph Burgess, Newhall, Derby, Draper. Apr 19 at ll 
offices of Powell and Browett, Ann st, Birmingham 
consent Thomas William, Redland, Bristol, Grocer. Apr 20 at2 
at offices of Sibley, Exchange West, Bristol 
Cox, Matthias, Leicester, Hosiery Manufacturer. Apr 22 at 12at 
offices of Burgess and Williams, Berridge st, Leicester 
Crook, William Richard, North Swindon, Wilts, Wheelwright. 
Apr 26 at 12 at offices of Boodie, Albion buildings, New Swin 


offices of 
— Soh, 


Tr Alfred, Ashton-under-Lyne, Provision Dealer. Apr % 
at 3 at offices of Lord and Son, Stamford st, Ashton-under- 


Lyne 
Davies, Walter, Guisely, York, out of business, Apr 20 at 11 at 
Apr 21 at 2.30 at Swan Hotel, 


Rayment’s Hotel, London Wall 

Davis, Thomas, Exeter, Auctioneer. 
Bridge st. Bristol. Hartnoll, Exeter 

Davison, Joseph, West Hartlepool, Durham, General Dealer. 
—> at 3 at offices of Simpson, 61, Church st, West Hartle- 
pool 

Dixon, Robert William, Morpeth, Northumberland, Merchant 
Tailor. Apr 21 at 3.30 at Douglas Hotel, Grainger st, West, New- 
castle-upon-Tyne. Webb, Morpeth 

Dixon, Samuel, Henry st, Clapham rd, Coach Painter. Apr 22 at 
2 at offices of Armstrong, Chancery lane 

Dobson, Charles Walker, Leftwitch, nr Northwich, of no occupation. 
Apr 21 at 11 at offices of Fletcher, Northwich 

Dowling, Thomas Mitchell, Bradford, York, Beerseller. Apr 20 at 
4 at offices of Aitkinson and Wilson, Tyrrel st, Bradford 

Dykes, Joseph, Swansea, Boot and Shoe Dealer. Apr 21 at 1.30 % 
offices of Parsons, High st. Bristol. Smith and Lawrence, Swan- 
sea 

Elliott, Mark Napoleon, Manchester, Oil Merchant. Apr 26 at3 at 
offices of Nuttall and Son, John Dalton st, Manchester 

Evans, John Nathaniel, Aberayron, Cardigan, Shipowner. Apr 22 
at 2 at offices of Pugh, Bridge st 

Feltham, George, Birmingham, Builder, Apr 21 at 11 at offices of 
Free, Templerow Birmingham 

Fenlon, Patrick, Liverpool, Coal Dealer. Apr 20 at3 at offices of 
Quelch, Hatton Garden, Liverpool 

Fisher, Robert Patterson, Barrow-in-Furness, Ironmonger. Apr 27 
da Poon 5 Hotel, Strand, Barrow-in-Furness, Nalder and Jones, 


Fisher. William, Sraarport; Worcester. Coal Dealer. Apr 25 at 3 at 
offices of Thursfield. Swan st, Kidderminster 
Fletcher, Henry Studd, Lydbrook, Gloucester, Surgeon. Apr 23a 
11 at offices of Hebb, ‘Churchyard, Ross 
Forrest, William, Kidderminster, Worcester, Pork Butcher. Apr 20 
at 3 at offices of Corbet and Co, Church st. Kidderminster 
Foster, Richard Taylor, Baldock. Hertf ord, Commercial 
- Apr 21 “ <a 4 en = Cock inn, egg 
rance, Richa‘ amue antmawr, westry, Salop, Quarry 
oe. Me gy 25 at 12 at Wynnstay Arms, Oswestry. Ratcliffe. 
irming! 
Gallagher, Michael, Blackburn, Lancaster, out of business, Apr 2 
at 11 at offices of Eli and Co, Lord st West, Blackburn 
Garside. George, Congleton. Chester, Hat Hat Trifami ing cee 
‘Apr 26 at 11 at Old Cheshire Cheese Inn, iat ae 
Gibbs, George, pene te a Somerset, Farmer. Apeat hati 
offices of Reed 


son aan Nottingham, Fishmonger. Apr » 


Gibson, Richard, 
at 11 at offices of Vins: Row pavenenl, Nottingham 
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H 
eine. Richard, Byker, Newcastle-upon- 
Og offices of Law Society, Arcade, Ni 
: Jarrow-on-Tyne 





Draper. Apr 20at 
pon-Tyne. Fen- 


Hanson, George, St Anne’s-on-the-Sea, Lancaster, Builder. Apr 19 
at 3 at offices of Grundy and Co, Booth st, Manchester. Knowles 
and Thompson, Newchurch 
















r. Ap Flarvey, Bewin, Shilingeane, I Dorset. Innkeeper, Apr 23 at tl at 
xeter, jandfo 
wansea, Hatch, Henry John, onthend, Essex, Clerk. Apr 28 at3 at offices 





of eg and Taylor, Fenchurch bldgs 
Hawkins, Alfred, Selly Oak, Worcester, Labourer. Apr 21 at 3 at 
offices of Fallows, Cherry st, Birmingham 
Hewson, Alfred, Headingley, Leeds, Commercial Traveller. Apr 20 
at 1 at the Butchers’ Arms Inn, Shambles, Market pl, Kingston- 
-Hull. Harland, Leeds . 
George Henry, Shawforth, Lancaster, Brickmaker. Apr 19 at 
$at offices of Molesworth, Central chmbrs, the Walk, Rochdale 
, Henry, Birmingham, Tailor. April 21 at 3 at offices of 
Dale and Vachell, Bernett’s hill, Birmin 
Holdsworth, James, Great Horton, Bradford, Grocer, April 20 at 3 
at offices of Browning, Queensgate, Bradford 


























it ha Holland, James Thomas, Surbiton, Surrey, Upholsterer. April 21 
at 3 at offices of Slade, Adelaide pl, London Bridge. Rashleigh, 

Yards, Three Crown sq, Borough High st 

avern, Hudson, Charles Smith, Norfolk Hotel, Surrey st, Strand, of no 

pl, Old occupation. April 20 at 3 at offices of Gresham and Davies, 43, 





Basinghall st 

Hughes, Hugh, Birkenhead, Chester, Builder. April 22 at 2 at offices 
of Jackson, Dale st, Liv: Tomkies, Liverpool 

Tveson, Benjamin, Paull H , Holderness. York, Farmer. April 

19 at 2.30 at the White Hart Hotel, Silver st, Kingston-upon- 

Hull. Iveson and Son 

Jenkins, William, Llwynteifi, Cardigan, Auctioneer. April 22 at 12 
at offices of Hughes and Sons, Pier st, Aberystwith 

Julian, William, Aberystwith, Cardigan, Grocer. April 19 at 10 at 
the George Hotel, Shrewsbury. Hughes and Son, Aberystwith 

King, Edward, Birmingham, out of business. April 22 at 11 at 
offices of James, Temple st. Birmingham 

lay, Albert, Luton, Bedford, Straw Hat Manufacturer. May 2 at 1 

at the Red Lion Inn, Market hill, Luton, Rymer, Vauxhall Bridge 


road 

levy, Mark, Birmingham, Warwick, Jeweller. April 16 at 11 at 
offices of Kast, Temple st, Birmingham 

lewry, Henry, Shipley, Sussex, Farmer. Avr 25 at3 at.Crown 
Hotel, Horsham, Medwin and Co, Horsham 

long, John, Haslington, Chester, Market Gardener. Apr 25 at 11 at 
offices of Hill, Market st, Crewe 

loveridge, Wallace Lacey, Wormwood st, Restaurant Keeper. Apr 
21 at 3 at offices of Holder, Cheapside 

Markham, Rowland, and Thomas George Brookes, Caledonian rd, 
Islington, ‘Drapers. Apr 28 at 3 at offices of Saffery and Co, Old 
Jewry chambers. Eastwood, Gt St Helens 

Marsh, John, jun, Charminster, Dorset, Farmer. Apr 25 at 3 at 
Antelope Hotel, Dorchester. Hanne, Weymouth 

Marshall, Oldfield, York, Cigar Manufacturer. Apr 21 at 11 at offices 
of Holtby, New st, York 

MeCartney, James, Lower Broughton, Lancaster, Bricklayer. 
25 at 3 at offices of Farrar and Hall, Fountain st, Manchester 

McClelland, Alexander, Widnes, Lancaster, Chemical Manufacturer. 
Apr 25 at 11.30 at Central Hotel, Widnes. Davies and Co, War- 


rington 
Miller, William Henry, Goole, York, Chemist. Apr 22 at 3 at offices 
of Hind and Everatt, Goole 
Milligan, William, Chorlton on Medlock, Manchester, Tobacconist. 
Apr 26 at 3 at offices of Chorlton, Brazennose st, Manchester 
Milne, John, Bedminster, Bristol, Surgeon. Apr 27 at 2 at offices of 
Hobbs, Clare st, Bristol 
Moate, Frederick John, Bradford, York, Grocer. Apr 21 at 11 at 
offices of Berry and Robinson, Charles st, Bradford 
North, Charles, Whittington Moor, near Chesterfield, Grocer. 
on ¥ at 3 at offices of Jones and Middleton, Gluman gate, Ches- 
elk 
Olorenshaw, William Edward, Buckingham, Grocer. Apr 23 at 10.30 
at offices of Kilby and Mace, High st, Banbury 
Papps, Richard Ellary, Liverpool rd, Grocer’s Assistant. 
I , West sq, St George’s rd 
Parfitt. James, Saltaire, York, Grocer. 
Association, Godwin st, Bradford 
Phillips, Charles Henry, Upham, Southampton, Farmer. Apr 20 at 
3 at offices of Bell and Taylor, Portland st, Southampton 
Pickles, James, Bingley, York, Grocer. Apr 20 at 3 at Creditors As- 
sociation, Godwin st, Bradford 
Pope, Henry William, Exeter, Innkeeper. Apr 19 at 11 at offices of 
eareots, Fat Office st, Bedford circus, Exeter 
Preece, William, Old Hill, Stafford, Grocer. Apr 20 at 11 at offices of 
Shakespeare, Church st, Oldbury 
» Daniel, John Jenkins Price, and John Evans, Gellygare, 
Glamorgan, Colliery Proprietors. April 19 at 11 at offices of 
' Tribe and Co, High st, Newport. Gustard, Newport 
Pritcharc ortmadoc, Carnaryoa, Joiner. Apr 23 at 1 at 
Hotel, P oc. Jones and Jones, Portmadoc 
k, Will Kirton-in-Lindsey, Lincoln, Joiner 
Apr 22 at 11 at Unicorn Kirton-in-Lindsey, Plaskitt and Robb 
Gainsborou, 


Rice, Henry Walter, Stapleton, Bristol, Painter. Apr 28 at 11 at 
offices of Perrin, Broad st, Bristol 
John, Farndale, York, Grocer. Apr 22 at 1 at Court 
House, Helmsley 





1 at 3 
Roeh- 
















\der- 
1 at 


ver. 


Apr 
rtle- 


ant 
ew- 
b ab 


ion. 


Apr 21 at 
Apr 20 at 11 at Creditors’ 









Robinson, John ham, Beer Retailer. Apr 19 at 3 at offices 
of Parr and Hayes, Osta gham 


re rd, Birmin, 
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( Aanek, 0 pans, iale of ieee Boat Builder. Ce ng | "Tt ollces of Martins, xchange Ul Gre titley te at 

Grosvenor Hotel, Deansgate, Manchester. find and pana agg Ape at 3 at Law Associaton rooms, st, 
mn 
Di uigh a Want Baker. Apr 19 at 3 at the Rose Rowe, Joba, w. ee ee. Apr 21 as 12 at. 


Rutland, Frederic! be Basket Dealer. Apr 22 at 3 
at offices of peng ye Co, Colmore row. : me ~- 

Seanor, Matthias, not Sranor as previous verti » Man- 
chester, Architect. ‘Apr 12 at 3 at offices of Hall and Co, Fountain 

showler, John Davey, H Lincoln, Tailor. Apr 19 at 2.30 

owler, Jo vey, orpe, Li or. at 2. 

at offices of Walker and Co, Alford 

Smith, James, Newcastle under Lyme, Confectioner, Apr 20 at 11 
at offices of Griffith, Lad lane, Newcastle under Lyme 

Smout. David, Gordon rd, Stoke Newington, Licensed Victualler. 
Apr 20 at 2 at offices of Layton and Co, Budge row 

Stanmore, Samuel, Bristol, Licensed Victualler. Apr 26 at 2 at 

. oe Clare st, Bristol * “ 
‘aylor, John, Preston, . Coal Agent. 21at 11 at offices 
of Fryer, Guildhall st, Preston ” 

Terrett, George Patrick, Birmingham, Butcher. Apr 21 at 3 at 
offices of Fitter, Bennett’s hill, Birmingham 

Toby, Hasday Raphael, Gt Prescott st, Goodman’s fields, General 
Merchant. Apr 29 at 2 at offices of Cooper and Co, King’s Arms 


yd, Moorgate st. Sydney, Leadenhall st 

Tonkinson, Charles, Willenhall, Stafford, Rim Lock Manufacturer. 
Apr 21 at 3 at offices of Cresswell, New rd, Willenhall 

Tradewell, Thomas, Parkgate, nr Rotherham, Cabinet Maker. Apr 
20 at 2 at offices of Badgers and Co, Moorgate st, Rotherham 

Troughton, John, Westfield ter, Fulham rd, Provision Merchant. 
Apr 23 at 10 at offices of Cooke, Gray’s inn “4 

Tyler, Matthew Henry, Camden gr North, Camberwell, Builder. 
Apr ot 3 at offices of Foord and Edwards, Philpot lane, Fen- 
church st ; 

Verdon, Sarah, Brook st, Bond st, Milliner. Apr 26 at 2 at 19, Old 
Burlivgton st. Taylor 

Walker, John, Syston, Leicester, Linen Draper. Apr 20 at 3 at 
offices of Buckby, Millstone lane, Leicester 

Walker, Roger, Bolton, Lancaster, Rope Manufacturer. Apr 20 at 3 
at offices of Rutter and Finney, Mawdsley st, Bolton 

Ware, Charles, Landport, Hants, Baker. Apr 26 at 3 at offices of 
Ford, the Hard, Portsea. Paterson, Portsea 

Watson, John Forbes, Anerley, Surrey, Gent. Apr 20 at 3 at offices 
of Nickinson and Co, Chancery lane 

Watson, Joseph, Adwalton, York, Grocer. Apr 21 at 3 at offices of 
Marsden and Co, Westgate, Wakefield 

Weatherhead, John, Elnathan mews, Paddington, Cab Proprietor. 
Apr 19 at 3 at offices of Cooper, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Whitter, Rechab William, Ardwick, nr Manchester, Licensed Vic- 
tualler. Apr 20 at 11 at offices of Lawson, Peter st, Manchester 

Whork, James, Lower Broughton, Lancaster, Poulterer. Apr 27.at 
12 at Cathedral Hotel, Fennell st, Manchester. Law, Manchester 

Wilkinson, Edward, Manchester, Draper. Apr 27 at 3 at offices of 
Hinde, Mount st, Albert sq, Manchester 

Wilkinson, John, Morley, York, Woollen Manufacturer. Apr 25 at 
3.30 at Queen Hotel, Queen st, Morley. Shaw, Dewsbury 

Wilks, Alfred, Leytonstone, Essex, Carman. Apr 21 at 12 at offices 
of Preston, Murk lane 

Williams, William, Chester, Brushmaker. Apr 20 at 11 at offices of 
Mason, Bridge st row East, Chester 

Wilson, Henry, Messingham, Lincoln, Farmer. Apr 22 at 1.30 at 
Unicorn Inn, Kirton in Lindsey. Plaskett aud Robb, Gainsboro 

Winstanley, Israel, Pendleton, Lancaster, Wholesale Confectioner. 
Apr 19 at 3 at offices of Nadin, King st, Manchester 

Wood, George Henry. High Wycombe, Buckingham, Grocer. Apr 
28 at 1 at Creditors’ Association, Arthur st East. Clarke, High 
Wycombe 

Workman, Charles, Bootle, near Manchester, Forwarding Agent. 
Apr 2] at 2 at offices of Forrest, Fenwick chambers, Fenwick st, 
Liver 

Worrall, Jason, Rochdale, Lancaster, Fishmonger. Apr 22 at 3 at 
offices of Molesworth, Central chambers, The Walk, Rochdale 

Tvgspay, Apr. 12, 1881. 

Abell, Samuel, Birmingham, Electro Plate Manufacturer. Apr 22 
at 12 at offices of Davies, Bennett’s hill, Birmingham 

Apr 26 at 3 at 


Albin, Henry Dawson, Leeds, Blind Manufacturer. 
offices of Dunn and French, East parade, Leeds 
Allen, Jesse Robert, Rotherham, York, Grocer, Apr 26 at 11 at offices 
of Badger, Moorgate st, Rotherham 

Bainbridge, John, Endon, Stafford, Blacksmith. Apr 23 at 11 at 
offices of Ashmall, Albion st, Hanley 

Baker, John, Chippenham, Wilts, out of business. “Apr 22 at 12 at 
offices of Keary, Chippenham 

Barker, William, Monkgate, York, Music Teacher, Apr 22 at 11 at 
offices of Dent, Blake st, York 

Barling, Charles, Sandway, Kent, Grocer, Apr 25 at 11.30 at offices 
of Stenning, Earl st, Maidstone 

Barlow, Edmund, Over Darwen, Lancaster, Innkeeper. Apr 26 at I 
at White Bull Hotel, Blackburn. Hindle, Over Darwen 

Beach, William, Mountsorrel South, Leicester, Grocer, Apr 26 at 12 
at offices of Clifford, Church gate, Loughborough 

Beavington, Mary, Wbrington, Gloucester, Farmer. Apr 28 at 12 at 
Noel Arms Hotel, Chipping Campden, Hancock and Hiron, Ship- 
ston-on-Stour 

Beddow, Henry, Swansea, Boot Dealer. Apr 22 at 12.15 at offices of 
Parsons, High st, Bristol. Evans and Davies, Swansea 

Bell, Ira, Leeds, York, Beerhouse keeper, April 22 at 11 at offices of 
Beverley, Hustlergate ford i 

Benjamin, Jose h, Lansdown place, Brunswick sq, Dealer in Works. 
of Art. April 21 at 2 at offices of Davis, Conduit st, Bond st 

Bentley, John, Birmingham, Engineer. April 22 at 3 at offices of 
Parr. and Hayes, Colmore row, Birmingham ; 

Bernhardt, John Wilkes, Regent st, Professor of Music. April 25 at 
3. at offices of Harris, Argyll st, Regent st, Chappel and’ Co, 
Golden sq 
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Besant, Thomas,  atieaealial Merchant. April 20 at 3 at offices 
Pi Shutte, Portland st, Southampton 
Blamires, ry ety Liversed , Lork, Sanka Manufacturer. am 
ted at 3 at the no Gebnae Hi Hotel Cleckheaton, and Cadman, Cleck: 


Bleakman, Charles, and Frederick Charles Bleakman, 
Grocers. April 25 at 11 at offices of Tree and ae Tigh at st, 


Worcester 

age Albert Edward, Blakeney, Norfolk, Grocer. April 28 at 11 30 

at 28, Castle Meadow, Norwich. Lo Wells 

Bowman, James Thomas, I wich, Suffolk, Tailor. April 23 at 12 
at offices of Hill, St Nicho st, Tpswic ch’ 

Bradley, John, Worcester, , Boot Maker, April 22 at 11 at offices of 

Tree and Son, High st, Worcester 

Bn hy Joseph, jun, Sheffield, Beerhouse k r. April 25 at 3 at 
offices of Binney and Co, Queen st chmbrs, Sheffield 

Brown, James Smith, Leeds, Linen Draper. April 25 at 2.30 at 
the — s Hotel, Saint Martin’s le Grand. Dibb and Co, 

Campbell, Robert Henry, Tranmere, Chester, Grocer. Apr 20 at3 
at offices of Thompson, Hamilton st, Birkenhead 

—_ _— — Leeds, Grocer. Apr 25at3 at offices of Craven 


Carter, Charles ; sae Girtford, Bedford, Farmer. Apr 27 at 11 at 
offices of Mitchell and Webb, St Paul’s » Bedford 

Cherry, David Nelson, Normanton, York, r. Apr 25at3 at 
offices of Lodge and Rhodes, Park row, » Drape 

Clark, John, ae Cunliffe, Little Harwood, Lancaster, Farmer. 
Apr 25 at 11 at Waterloo Inn, Penny st, Blackburn. Houghton and 


Myres, Preston 

Cliffe, Joe Alfred, York, Tailor. Apr 22 at 12 at offices of Wilkinson, 
St Helen’s sq, York 

Cooke, Richard Ernest, Bradford, Stock Broker. Apr 23 at 10 atoffice 
of Watson and Dickons, Cheapside, Bradford 

Cooper, Henry Edwin, Great Dover st, Borough, General Engineer. 
Apr 23 at 11 at the Inns of Court Hotel, High "Holborn. Chappell 


and Gibbons 

Corbett, Stephen, Leeds, Tobacconist. Apr 25 at 11.30 at offices of 
Bond and Barwick, Albion pl Leeds 

a. —— a Cole Peal omerset, Baker. Apr 26 at 11 at offices 
of Reed Paul st, Taunton 

Cox, roderiok. Romford Essex, Monumental Mason. Apr 27 at 11 
at offices of Willis, the Grove, Stratford 

Crabb, Henry, Woolwich, Wheelwright, A Pighe 19 oh 4at Gordon Arms, 
High Holborn. Staniland, North road 

Craven, Joseph John, Barrow- in-Furness, teed Dealer. Apr 28 
at 3 at.42, Southampton row, Russellsq. Preston, Barrow-in-Fur- 


ness 
Crichton, James, Canonbury lane, Islington, Saddler. Apr 28 at 
4 at offices of Marshall, 62, Chancery lane 
Cross, William Mood; , Sickling Hall, York, Innkeeper. Apr 26 at 
4.30 at offices of Gi 1, High st, Knaresborough 
Crowder, James, Todmorden, York, Wholesale Stationer. Apr 25 
at 12,30 at offices of Eastwood, Masonic Hall, Todmorden 
Davis, Robert Croft, Ross, Hereford, Innkeeper. Apr 26 at 11 at 
offices of Hebb, the Churchyard, Ross 
Day, William Henry, Trentham. Stafford, Butcher. Apr 23 at 12 at 
offices of Ashmall, Albion st, Hanley 
ag rat Thomas, and J ohn Edwards, Rushall, Stafford. Cab 
a Apr 25 at 11 at Stork Hotel, Walsall, Gillespie and 
Wilkinson 
Elgee, John Fran‘, Crook, Durham, Colliery Owner, Apr 27 at 11 
offices of Dodd and Co, Finkle st Stockton-on-Tees 
Elvis, Henry. Earl Stonham, Suffolk, Beerhouse Keeper. May 4 
at a own and Anchor Hotel, Ipswich. Gudgeon, Stow- 
market 
Fairweather, Henry Feargus, Thurlow pl, Lower Norwood. Piano- 
forte Seller. May 2 at 12 at Masons’ Hall Tavern, Masons’ avenue 
Basinghall st. Savidge. Eastcheap 
Fox, Edwin, Bramshaw, Southampton, Farmer. Apr 21 at 3.30 at 
offices of Watts, Albion pl, Southampton 
Garrett, Alfred, ‘Newport, Monmouth, Wholesale Furniture Manu- 
facturer. Apr 2 25 at 1 at offices of Foreman and Co, Gresham st, 
Bailbache, Newport 
Gascoigne, George, and Charles Gascoigne, Kingston upon Hull, 
chambers, 


Grocers. Apr 25 at 3 at offices of Jackson, Imperial ¢. 

Kingston upon Hull 

Greening, Thomas, Monmouth, Grocer. Apr 27 at 3 at Queen’s 
Hotel, Ne port. Williams, Monmouth 

Greenwood, rge Henry, Leeds, Commercial Traveller, Apr 22 
pit ag saleas of Swallow and Wells, Cookridge st, Leeds, Wells, 

Gregory, Richard, and Thomas Gregory, Landore, Swansea, Tim- 
ber Merchants. Apr 22 at 2 at offices of Smith and Lawrence, 
Cambrian pl, Swansea 

Griffin, William, jun, Thame, General Dealer. A 
of Jones, Watlington 

Griffiths, Rees, Tonna, nr Neath, aon, Mason. Apr 22 at 3 


at offices of Sims, Queen st, Neat! 
Grove, Thomas, Bromsgrove, ee Draper. Apr 28 at 3 at Gt 
Western Hotel, Birmingham. Scott and Horton, Bromsgrove 
Grundy, Agnes, Liverpool, Hosier. Apr 26 at 12 at offices of Carru- 
thers, Lord st, Liv: erpool 
r, Jane, Swansea, Boot and Shoe Dealer. Apr 22 at 2 at 
of Parsons, High st, Bristol. Evans and Davies, Swansea 


Grocer. Apr 25 at 3 at offices of 
Birmingham 


eit 


P awd cieaaa Apr 22 at 


pr 26 at 12 at offices 


ofions of 3 
etic Boul C B. Gildersome 
Jose i 
Apr 25 at 3at Golden Lion Hotel, Briggate, Leeds . 
B ar Huddersfield 
Edwin, Bradford, Tailor. Apr 25 at 11 at offices of Single- ! 


ret Leper Waggon ie. 
Mills an 


ton, 3 ew Booth st, Bradford 
Haskett. Samuel, Bristol, Boot Manufacturer. 


Apr 25 at 12 at office 
of Miller, 8t Stephen’s chmbrs, Baldwin st, Bristol 





Hayward, Franeis ro. 2  ¥ st, Hampstead, Hatter. 25 
Head, mpi «am agg: ar ag Gloucester, F A —— 
enry, m, Glow rr, — at 
offices of Hi fact God Palmer, High st, Bristo pp aly Sat 18 
Holland, Sampson, Old Whittington, Derby, Provision Dealer, Apr- 
borg 10.30 at offices of Jones and Middleton, Gluman gate, Chester.. 


1 

Holley, William, Bungay, patotk, Plumber, Apr 21 at3 at King’s, 
Head Hotel, Bun y. Norto’ 

Horney, James Bird, Carlisle, > oiner. Apr 26 at3 at offices of Cart. 
mell, Castle st, Carlisle ; 
ull, Edwin, Gresham st, Auctioneer. od 19 at 2 at offices of’ 
Palmer and Co, Railway approach, London bridge. Grueber, 
Crosby sq, Bishopsgate st 

Jefferson, Villiam arle, and Alfred John Starling, Harrow rd,_ 
Paddington, Buildets. Apr 23 at 12 at offices of Bil er, Tavistock 
rd, Westbourne pk 

Jones, David, Neath Abbey, Claxicrean, Engineer. Apr 25 at 12 at 
offices of Charles Brothers, Parade, Neath 

Jones, yen Birmingham, Painter. Apr 22 at 3 at offices of Row. 

rporation chmbrs, Ann st, Birmingham 

kena, John, Farnworth, nr Widnes, Lancaster, out of business, 
Apr 22 at 3 at offices of Sheen, North John st, Liverpool. Cul- 
shaw, Liverpool 

Knapp, John, Knaptoft, Leicester, Farmer. Apr 25 at 3 at offices. 
of Owston and Dickinson, Friar lane, Leicester. Latham and 
Paddison, Melton Mowbray 

Knight, Martin Nathan, Manchester, Pork Butcher. Apr 25 at 11 
at offices of Ritson and Grundy, Princess st, Manchester 

Kynaston, Edward, Erdington, Warwick, out of business. Apr 25 
at 3 at offices of Edwards, Waterloo st, Birmingham 

leanaiae, Charles John, Hove, Sussex, Carpenter. Apr 23 at 11 at. 

Maynard, North st, Brighton 

Lancaster, Richard, James st, Covent garden, Licensed Victualler. 

a 28 at 3 at Masons’ Hall Tavern, ean avenue, Basinghall 
Clark, Abchurch lane, Cannon st 
ae John Thomas, ay de racy Northampton, Pork Butcher, 


Apr "95 at 11 at offices of Ackers, 4, Priestgate, Peterborou ‘h 
Surgeon. Apr 22 at 4 at 62, Chancery lane, Ma 
Malsiary, Sean oseph, Sulgrave, Northam ton, Farmer. Apr 26 at 3 
Manchester, John Edward, Bradford, York, Corn Dealer. 
at 2.30 at offices of Atkinson and Wilson, 29, Tyrrell st, Brodford; 
Moody, 20, Corn Market, Derb 
Marsh, John, jun, Charminster, Apr 25 at 3 at the 
Antelope Hotel, Dorchester. Hanne, Weymoutk 
Messenger, Job, ‘Windhill, Shipley, York, Boot Malte. We. ot 25 at 3: 
Millard, Edward, Bath, Shoe Dealer. Apr 22 at 11.30 at the Talbot 
Hotel, Victoria. st, Bristol. Bartram and Bartlett, Bath 
at Offices of Jackson and Sharpe, High st, West Bromwich 
Monday, William Abraham, Hastings, Draper. Apr 23 at 11 at the 
Moore, John Joseph, and Henry William Moore, Fore st, Iron- 
mongers. Apr 26 at 2 at the Masons’ Hall Tavern, Masons’- 
Norris, Josiah, Moorlinch. Somerset, Innkeeper. 
offices of Reed and Cook, King sq, Bridgwater 
Apr 25 at 3 at 6 
Albion chbrs, Oswestry. Ellis 
Pain, William, "North Woolwich, Oil and Colour Man. May 2 at 2 at 
Palmer, Henry, Parton, Wilts, Coal Merchant. Apr 21 at 11 at Prince 
of Wales Hotel, Didcot 
Buller and Bickley, Bennet’s hill, Birmingham 
Pitkin, Martha, Luton, Bedford, Straw Hat Manufacturer. Apr 23 
Probert, Elizabeth, Monmoutn, Hotel Proprietress. Apr 25 at 2 at 
offices of Williams, Monmouth 
New Inn, Benthall, nr Broseley. Kenyoo, Ironbridge, Shrews- 
ury 
Ratcliffe, Tatnal, Westleigh, Lancaster, Beerseller. Apr 29 at3 at- 
Reynolds, Thomas, Penryn, Cornwall, General Dealer. 
at offices of Jenkins, the Square, Penryn 
Apr 22 at 2 at offices of 
Teale, Albert rd Middlesborough 
Robson, William, Stockton- on-Tees, out of business. Apr 25 at 
R aa, Elizabeth , Rompres Lancaster. May 2 at 3 at offices of 
‘arrington and Crofton, Mosley st, Manchester 
Gray, Eastgate, ey 
Beholey, alfred, Barnsley, York, Tailor. Ap at 11 at offices of 
Mars! y 
Shepherd, William, Draper. Mont wearmouth, Sunderland. Apr 27 
at 11 at offices of Tilley, West Sunniside, Sunderland 
offices of Symons. 9, Bene’t st, Camb’ ridge 
Smith, Grechnan, Lincoln, Farmer, Apr 23 at 2 at Falcon-inn, Bos- 
Smith, Thomas y, York, of no occupation, Apr 25 at 3.30 at- 
White Hart at in, Wellington st, Batley, Wooler and Wooler 
_ 28 at 3 at offices of Brett and Craven, Kennedy st, Manches- 
Tallby. John, Aston. nr Birmingham, Coal Merchant, Apr 25 at 3° 
a, Francis, Gosport, Hants, Baker. Apr 25 at 11 at offices of 
Blake and Reed, Union st, Portaea 


Macrae, Do: Back Church jane, St George’s-in-the-East, 
at offices of Munton and Stockton, High st, Banbury 
Apr 22: 
Marsden, John. Derby, Provision Dealer. Apr 27 at 3 at offices of 
orset, Farmer. 
at offices of Richardson and Morris, Swan Arcade, B: 
Mills, Edmund, Birmingham, Bedding Manufacturer, Apr 25 at 11 
Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st, ann, Hastings 
avenue, Coleman st. Ashley and Co, Old Jewry 
Apr 27 at 12 at- 
Owen, James, Trefonen, Oswestry, Salop, Grocer. 
offices of Moss, Gracechurch st 
Pemberton, Samuel, Birmingham, Butcher. Apr 25 at 3 at offices of 
at 11 at Royal Hotel, Mill st, Luton. Bailey, Luton 
Pugh, William, Broseley, nee. ge Grinder. Apr 23 at 2 at 
offices of Taylor and Sons, Church st, Leigh 
Apr 26 at 2 
Robinson, Wiliiam, South Bank, Joiner. 
ed a offices of Thomas, Market Cross chambers, Stockton-on- 
Savage, Thomas, Barnsley, York, Joiner, Apr 25 11 at at offices of 
ll and Ownsworth, Church st, Barnsle 
Smith, Gabriel, Cotten , Cambridge, Baker. Apr 27 at 3 at 
ton, Harrison. Li ae 
Stringfellow, James Henry, Pendleton, Lancaster, Coal Dealer. 
at offices of Fallows, ghey st, Birming’ 
Taylor, Frank, Barnsley, York, Butcher. Apr 25 at 8 at offices of 
Eastgate, Barnsley 











s of 








st, Glow r 
at ‘borne, Stafford, Baker. Apr 27 at 2.30 at offices 
ingham 
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—— 
Cadwalader, New Parks, nr Leicester. Apr 28 at 12.30 at 
NGrosvenor Ho ht, Leicester 


Wrig! 
st Wes est, Hrimersmith, Baker. 4 cape da 
rato Com Gorn cae Hote, Mark Jane. Moore, Mark lane 
its, Farmer. Apr 25 at 3 at offices of 


Colmore row, m4 
tonks, Joseph, Cl Chilvers Goton, nr Nuneaton, Miner. Apr 25 at 3 at 
the Tuns Inn, Warwick row, Coventry. Jaques, Birming- 


George, Crowcombe, Somerset, Farmer. Apr 23 at 11 at 
of Reed “and Cook, Paul st, Taunton 
‘ord, James, Moss Side, Manchester, Provision Dealer. Apr 27 
at 11 at offices of Oram and Co, Peter st, Manchester 
Umfreville, Richard Edmund, Meadow row, New Kent rd, Manu- 
facturer of Annatto. May 2 at 12 at offices of Moss, Gracechurch 


st 

U David, jun, Nevendon, Essex, Grocer. Apr 21 at 1 at the 

n’s Head Hotel,Chelmsford. Dighy and Evans, Maldon 

Usher, Robert, Ilkley, York, Chemist. Apr 22 at 11 at 227, Swan 
arcade, Market st, Bradford. Margerison 

Vernon, Joseph, Weaverham, nr Northwich, Chester, Builder. Apr 
23 at 11 at offices of Fletcher, Winnington, Northwich 

Vernon, William, Tiverton, Chester, Farmer. Apr 19 at 11 at offices 
of Moss and Sharp, ‘Abbey sq, Chester 

Wadsworth, George, Wombwell, York, Saddler. Apr 27 at 4 at 
offices of Rideal, Chronicle chbrs, Barnsley 

Warcup, William’ George Nathaniel, Neath, Glamorgan, Licensed 
Victualler, Apr 25 at 11 at offices of Sims, Queen st, Neath 

Ward, John, Leicester, Painter. Apr 29 at 3 at offices of Wright, 
Belvoir st, Leicester 


Ward, Thomas Newman, Leicester, Furniture Dealer. Apr 26 at 3 
at offices of Hincks, Bowling Green st, Leicester 

Wareing, Elizabeth, Rochdale, Lancaster, Grocer. <i 27 at 3 at 
en of Wiles, Acker st chambers, ‘Acker st, Rochdal 

armington, John, Penryn, Cornwall, General Dealer. Apr 26 2 

ah offices of Jenkins, The Square, Penryn. Terrill, Pen 

Wheatley, William, , Hay and Straw Dealer. ” April 22 22 at 3 at 
Law Institute, Albion pl Leeds. Watson, Leeds 


Whittle, Peter Aspinall, Chorlton-upon-Medlock, Manchester. Apr 
tnd dled oat of Simpson and Hockin, Mount st, Albert sq, 

Wilkins, Frank, Fulham rd, South Kensington, Builder. Apr 21 at 
3 at Cannon st Hotel, Cannon st. Rawlins, Queen Victoria st 

Williams, David, Swansea, Joiner. Apr 20 at 3 at offices of Beer, 
Adelaide st, Swansea 

Williams, Eliza, Swansea, Licensed Victualler. Apr 21 at 3 at offices 
of Jellicoe, Prospect pl, Swansea 

Williamson, Susannah, William Olive? Williamson, and James 
George Williamson, Caledonian rd, Sausage Manufacturers. Apr 
21 at 3 at offices of Fowler and Co, "Bors ough High st, Southwark 

Wilson, Joseph, Darnall, Sheffield, Shopkeeper. Apr 20 at 3 at 
offices of Pierson, Queen st, Sheffield. 

Winterburn, Ann, Yeadon, York, Grocer. Apr 25 at 4 at offices of 
Atkinson and Wilson, Tyrrel st, Bradford 


SCHWEITZER’S COCOATINA, 


Anti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 

Guaranteed Pure Soluble Cocoa of the Finest Quality, with the 
excess of fat extracted. 

The Faculty pronounce it ‘‘ the most nutritious, perfectly digestible 
beverage fer Breakfa-t, Luncheon, or Supper, and invaluable for 
Invalids and Children.” 

Highly commended by the entire Medica }Press, 

Boing without sugar, spice, or other admixture, it suits all palates, 
keeps better in all climates, and is four times the strength of cocoas 
THICKENED yet WEAKENED with starch, &c., and IN REALITY CHEAPER 
than such Mixtures. 

Made instantaneously with boiling water, a teaspoonful to a Break- 
fast Cup, costing less than a halfpenny. 

CocoaTina A La VANILLE is the most delicate, digestible, cheapest 
moe Checolate, and niay be taken when richer chocolate is pro- 





“7 tin packets at ls, 6d., 3s., 5s. 6d., &c., by Chemists and Grocers, 
Charities on Special Terms by the Sole Proprietors, 
A. SORWESSERA & 00, » Atup-ttetets Landen, w.c. 


EDE AND 50N 


ROBE BR MAKERS 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 
To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole f ha Judicial Bench 
Corporation of London, &c. 
SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS, 
BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSEL'S DITTO, 


CORPORATION want Serreepit & CLERGY GOWNS, 
BLISHED 1689. 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


AMPSON & SONS make NO CHARGE for 

neR articulars in their FREE MONTHLY REGISTER 

of ESTATES. OWN and COUNTRY HOUSES, Furnished or 

Un ed, or for Sale, to be had GRATIS at their Offices, or 

post-free for two stam Published on the Ist of the oe and 

particulars for easton should hg sent not later than five ‘days 
Previous to end of preceding month 

Valuations for Probate and Transfer. Surveys. 








T° INVESTORS. -—Cireular of Investments, ay 
ready, containing bay be pea goer Maye showing - 


large income can be hase of French Rentes,. 


q t pecu! 
ws favourable terms.—Address, Wares, Barkey, & Co., 
20, Change-alley, Lombard-street, Lond 


HANCERY LANE.—New Courts Chambers, 57 
and 58, henenr Soe Ceens he es in above building od 
Teeainy Ofmes ies. 57 and 58, Chancery-lane, W. Cc. 


ROUND-RENT, of £42 per annum, secured by 

nee a rack rentals amounting to £265 per annum. Price 
£1 hae mars Taytor & Son, Auctioneers, Valuers, &c., 10, Mile- 
end-road, London, E. 


FOR SALE, to pay 7 per Cent., House Property im 
the West-end, all well let and in good repair.—Apply to: 
F. Rogers, Esq., 48, Guildford-street, Russell-square. 


ROTHERHITHE. 
Valuable Freehold Wharf Properties on the Thames, close to the 
principal entrance of the Surrey Commercial Docks. With pos- 
session. 


ESSRS. FULLER, HORSEY, SONS, & CO. 
are instructed to SELL by AUCTION, at the MART, Token 
house-yard, on WEDNESDAY, MAY li, at TWO precisely, i in Two 
Lots, an important FREEHOLD PROPERTY, Situate in Rother- 
hithe-street, Rotherhithe, and comprising :— 

Lot 1.—The extensive Waterside Premises, known as Trinity- 
wharf, having the large frontage of 224ft. to the River “Thames by 
an average depth of 130ft.,"and an area of about 29,300 square feet. 
for many years in the occupation of Messrs. R. B. & Co., as 
their bottled beer stores. The buildings are extensive, rok consist 
of a spacious range of three substantial brick-built warehouses and 
stores, having a frontage of 224ft. to Rotherhithe-street, with loo —- 
hole doors on each floor, and two large warehouses or stores 
4 ining and communicating with the preceding, fronting the wharf. 

e total floor space is about 42,000 square feet. 

Lot 2.— A valuable Freehold Wharf adjoining, having a frontage 
to the River Thames of 121ft., by an average epth of about 123ft , 
and possessing an area of about 15,000 square feet, suitable for a 
timber or coal wharf, or for the erection of warehouses or granaries. 

Possession will be given on completion of the purchase. 

May be viewed till the sale by orders to be obtained of the Auc- 
tioneers. Printed particulars, with plans, may be had of Messrs. 
Janson, Cobb, & Pearson, Solicitors, 41, Finsbury-circus, E.C. ; og 
the Mart; and of Messrs. Fuller, Horsey, Sons, & Co., 
Billiter-square, E.C. 


Perse aes LIFE OFFICE 
Founpsp 1806, 
50, REGENT STREET, and 14, CORNHILL, LONDON. 

















Existing Assurances exceed .. ee ee - + £6,500,000 
Invested Funds .. ee se ee oe ee 2,124,711 
Annual Income .. ee ee oe oo * ee 279,852 
Claims Paid exceed ee ee ee ee +» 6,500,000 
Bonuses Declared.. oe ee ee os ee 2,342, 


During the past year (1880) each main item has shown improve» 
ment upon the preceding year. 


1879. 1880. 
New Premiums oe o ee -* 172 £18,845 
Income .. oe oe ee 279,852 
Invested Funds.. ° ee oe - 2077, 215 2,124,711 


CHARLES STEVENS, Secretary. 


ENERAL REVERSIONARY and INVEST- 
MENT COMPANY, 

5, Whitehall, London, 8.W. Established 1836. Capital, £500,000. 
Chairman—Epwarp WALMISLEY, Esq. 
Deputy-Chairman—Colonel J. W. J. OusEexey. 

The business of this company consists in the purchase of, or 
loans upon, reversionary interests, vested or contingent, in landed 
or funded property or securities ; ‘also life interests in possession, 


as well as in expectation. 
Prospectuses and forms of proposal may be obtained from the 


Secretary. WM. BARWICK HODGE, Actuary and Secretary. 








ESTABLISHED 13851. 


ERE BBOE BAN K.— 
: Southampton Buildings, Chancery Lane. 

Current Accounts opened according to the usual practice of other 
Bankers, and Interest allowed on the minimum monthly balances when 
not drawn below £25. No commission charged for keeping Accounts. 
The Bank also receivesmoney on Deposit at Three per cent, Interest, 
repayable on demand. The Bank undertakes for its Customers, free of 
charge, the custody of Deeds, Writings, and other Securitiesand Valu- 
ables ; the collection of Bills of Exchange, tag an and i: = and 
the purchase and sale ot Stocks and Shares. of Credit and 
Circular Notes issued, 


A Pamphlet, with full particulars, on application. 





Estate and Auction Offices, 8, Pall Mall Hast, 8,W. 





FRANCIS RAVENSOROFT, Manager, 
Slet Mareb, 1880, . 
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‘LAW UNION FIRE AND LIFE INSURANCE COMPANY, 


ESTABLISHED EN THE YEAR 


1854. 


The only Law Insurance Office in the United Kingdom which. transacts both Fire and Life 
Insurance business. 





CHIEF OFFICE: 


126, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON, 


W.C. 





The Funds in hand and Capital subseribed amount to upwards of £1,600,000 sterling. 





By express provision in the Company’s Deed of Se 
ment be applied to the payment of Losses or 


and by the Conditions of the Policies of the Company, the 
Capital and Funds of each Department are kept distinct, and under no circumstances can the Capital or Funds of one Depart. 
Expens+s incurred in the other Department. 








CuarrmMAN—JAMES CUDDON, Eegq., Barrister-at-Law, Goldsmith Building, Temple. 
Deruty-CHarmMman—C, PEMBERTON, Esq. (Lee and Pembertons), Solicitor, 44, Lincoln’s Inn Fields. 





Extract from the Report of the Directors for the year ended 30th November, 1880. 


In the Fire Department the number of Insurances effected during the year was 7,254, for an aggregate amount of £6,104,981, 
and yielding £8,242 7s. 7d. in new Premiums, and in the Life Department during the same period 364 Proposals were received for 


insuring £358,721, of which 
(£3,644 9s. 3d. thereof being single Premiums). 


ich 266 were completed, insuring £260,696, and yielding new Premiums to the amount of £10,383 14s, 5d, 


Twelve Annuities and one Survivorship Annuity were granted, the purchase-money for which amounted to $11,372 5s. 0d, 


The total number of Life Policies in force at the close of the year was 3,208, 


Bonus additions. 


The Gross Income of the Company for the year (exclusive of the sums received for Annuities), amounted to £152,381 3s. 102,, 
which, added to the sum received for granting Annuities, makes a total receipt of £163,753 8s, 10d. 
The average rate of Interest obtained on the total Assets of the Company was £4 8s. 0d. per cent, 





E 28 se Sepia ee oe sagnearar perere ceT mre 
Whole Wi and Unconditional Policies granted at a slightly increased Premium. 


This description of Policy is simply an undertaking to pay 


the sum assured on the happening of the event on which itis. 


payable, without any condition whatever, except the payment of the Anntal Premium. 
the advantages of such a Policy cannot be over-estimated. 


o Mortgagees 
Policies of Insurance 
Profits divided every five years in the Life De, 


granted against the contingency of Issue at moderate rates of Promiam. 


partment. 
The Company edvances Money on Mortgage of Life Interests and Reversions, whether absolute or contingent. 
Policies of Insurance granted against the contingency of Issue at moderate rates of Premium, 








Prospectuses, Forms of Proposal, Reports of the Company’s progress, and every information will be forwarded 


‘ postage free on application to the Secretary, at the Head Office, or to any of the Agents of the Company. 


FRANK McGEDY, Actuary and Secretary. 








ELEPHONE COMMUNICATION.—The 

UNITED TELEPHONE COMPANY (Limited), has entered 

into an arrangement with the Postmaster-General under-which the 

pry ag supply TELEPHONIC COMMUNICATION throngh- 

out the ROPOLIS, upon what is known as the EXCHANGE 
SYSTEM, under a special licence from the Postmaster-General. 

The instruments used by this Company are those now in general 
use in all the Exchanges in America; they are also used by upwards 
of one thousand firms in Liverpool and Manchester, and in most of 
the important towns in the United Kingdom, and have given the 
greatest satisfaction, not only from the distinct manner in which 
the words of the speaker are heard, but also the ease with which his 
voice can be recognized. 


It may be mentioned as an instance of one of the many ways in 
which the Telephone may be utilised to save time, labour, and ex- 
pense, that the Times avails itself of this Company’s system to 
transmit verbally by the Telephone the speeches of the Members 
from the House of Commons to Printing House Square. 

The Postmaster-General having entered into an arrangement with 
the above Company, the latter are now prepared to establish Ex- 
changes in all the principal suburbs, so as to afford, not only 
communication between local subscribers, but also, by connection 
with their City and West End Exchanges, with subscribers to every 
other Exchange. 


The following districts are to be included in the above arrange. 


Dulwich Lambeth 
Hackney Limehouse 


Highbury 
Highbury 
Highgate 
Holloway 
Islington 
Kennington 


Kensington 
Kentish Town 


Balham 
Battersea 

Ba; 
Bermondsey 
Bow 

Brixton 
Brompton 
Camberwell 
Camden Town 


Chelsea 
Clapham 
Clapton 


Pp 
Rotherhithe 
South Kensington 
St. John’s Wood 
Kilburn Stoke Newington 
King’s Cross Stratford 


By this means Merchants, Brokers, and private Individ: 
siding in any of the above districts can Saternaneunets ncaa 


cate with all parts of the Metropolis, and ith 

scribers to the Exchange System. . ee ae 
The Company are prepared to ran PRIVATE LINES if desired. 
For terms and full particulars apply at the Head Office of 


THE UNITED TELEPHONE COMPANY, LIMITED, 
36, Corzmay Srrezr, E.C, 





RITISH EQUITABLE ASSURANCE OOM- 
PANY, 4, Queen-street-place, London, E.C. 
TWENTY-FIFTH ANNUAL REPORT—May, 1890. 

2,025 Policies issued for .....e0..0+ secsecceerecccces £403,052 

New annual premiums ..... erecee eeeeewerecees 

24,525 Policies in force for ........ cecersocee bes 

Annual premium income .....+--.seeseeeaes ee . 

Death claims, including matured claims and bonuses 

Laid Dy if tho year ..ccecsecccccccccccccecsccsccecses s 

Average Reversionary Bonus, one and a quarter per cent. 
annum, 

Mutual Assurance without Mutual Liability. 

The Accumulated Fund approaches Three-quarters of a Million. 








MELBOURNE, VICTORIA. 


HE TRUSTEES, EXNOUTORS, and AGENOY 
_ COMPANY (Limited). Incorporated and empowered by 
special Act of the Parliament of Victoria, No. 644, intituled “An 
Act to confer eat upon the Trustees, Executors, and Agency 


Company (Li 
DIRECTORS. 


The Hon. SIR CHARLES SLADEN, K.C.M.G., Chairman. 
D. McARTHUR, Esq., late Inspector Bank of Australasia, Vice- 
Chairman. 
John Benn, Esq. (Grice, Sumner, and Company). 
The Hon James Balfour (E, Henty and Company). 
F. R. Godfrey, Esq. 
W. Templeton, Esq., Managing Director. 
Subscribed capital liability, £150,000, with power to increase up to 
? ? ° 
ae of rome Fw Melbourne, and its Branches. 
ompany is empowe: ia its corporate capacity to act as 
trustee, executor, or pe tee alton receiver, committee under the 
Lunacy Statute, or as nt for trustees, executors, or administra- 
tors, or for principals, who, from absence, ill-health, or other causes, 
are unable or unwilling to act for themselves, and in this capacity 
will receive and pay over, as directed, legacies, annuities, di 
rente, interest on d or mortgages, and will buy, sell, or let 


&e. -. 
The pany will also invest money negotiate loans, or sell 
shares, affeo i and act generally as agent, as well in Mel- 


Lty oa districts. 
The Company derives its profits entirely from commission business, 
® very important element in estimating its security. 

Any further information can be obtained at the office of the Com- 
pany’s agents in England, Messrs. Sladen & Mackensie, 1, Delahay- 


8 reet, Westminater, 


April 16; 188%, _ 


the sum of £2,692,487, including 


\ 


| 
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